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acertain limited ae al of furniture, and that is 
no more than is allowed to accommodate officers | 
onboard ships. The navy-yards are public prop- 
erty, and the officers cannot build houses. The 
Government, therefore, provides these houses, 
and also a limited quantity of furniture for the use 
of the officers, who go there perhaps to-day and 
leave to-morrow. No officers can go there with 
their own furniture. This is all the objection the 
Senator makes, I believe, and it is due to the de- 
partment that I should explain it. 

Mr. HALE. These considerations, if proper, | 
are proper for the action of Congress, ‘and not for | 
that of the Navy Department. By that act of 
1835 the pay of the officers was greatly raised, || 
and it is impossible for language to prohibit an 
allowance of anything further than is provided by || 
that act, if that act does not do it. But the Secre- | 
tary of the Navy comes in and makes an allow- 
ance of $1,571. I want to read the special in- 
giructions: 

« All officers are expected to exercise a sound discretion | 
and proper economy in furnishing their houses, and when 
any article of furniture can be procured of suitable quality | 
fur jess than the maximum of the sum allowed by Govern- | 
ment, they should consider themselves bound in honor to 
purchase that article in preference to one of a higher 

rice.” 
, | do not know why the Judges of the Supreme | 
Court, and the President of the United States, and | 
every other officer of the General Government, 
may not, on the plea that it is necessary and | 
proper that this furniture should be allowed to 
them, furnish their houses to any extent to suit | 
themselves. If it is proper, let it be allowed by 
law. The resolution is one of inquiry merely. | 

Mr. PRATT. [ think the Senator from New 
Hampshire has entirely misconstrued the law to 
which he has referred. It is as follows: 


“That no allowance shall hereafter be made to any 
officer in the naval service of the United States, for draw- 
ing bills, for receiving or disbursing money, or transacting 
any business for the Government ot the United States; nor 
sliall he be allowed servants, or pay for servants, or cloth- 
ing or rations for them, or pay for the same.”’ 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator read the next 
clause? 

Mr. PRATT read as follows: 

“tis hereby expressly declared that the yearly allowance 
provided in this act is all the pay, compensation and 
allowance that shall he received, under any circumstances 
whatever, by any such officer or person, except for travel- 
ing expenses when under orders, for which ten cents per 
mile shall be allowed.”? 

Now, | apprehend that this act does not forbid 
the Sgeretary of the Navy from causing to be fur- 


yided the officers attached to the navy-yards with | 
| 
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So the motion to lay on the table was agreed is not to use armed force to coerce the payment of 
to. | any contract or arrangement between the citizens 
NEW MEXICO. of the United States and the republic of Hayti. 

On motion by Mr. FOOTE, the Senate resumed || How far the employment of any such force at all 


| morrow morning. * i 








nished the quarters of the officers of the navy at 
the various naval stationst This law is intended, 
so far as it applies to the furniture, to the renting 
of furniture, and not to the purchasing of it to 
furnish the houses of the Government. I know 
the commander of a naval station, which station 
was furnished by the Government, and where he 
thought proper to furnish better furniture and to 
pay the extra price out of his own pocket. The 
ouse was erected years ago for the commandant 
at this station, and it has been the practice ‘of 
the Government to furnish it at the expénse of 
the Government. If it were not so, it would be 
impossible for a commander in the navy to take 
charge of one of these stations; for it would take 
his entire pay to furnish them. Such, I am sure, 
ig not the intention, nor the spirit of this act. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The question is on 
the passage of this resolution. , 

Mr. PRATT. Tf ask that the question may be 
taken by a division. I rd the resolution not 
only as an imputation upon the officers of the navy, 

ut an imputation upon all connected with the 
naval administration. I do not want to see such 
an imputation rest u them. 

Mr. FOOTE. I would be much pleased to have 
&n opportunity to examine this resolution, and 
the subject to which it relates, and for this pur- 
pose I move that it be laid upon the table for the 


The ion was then taken on the motion of 
Mr. Boors, to lay the relation on the able, and 
‘here were ayes 21, noes not counted. ; 


oo 





the consideration of the resolution submitted by || Would be necessary, would be a question for the 


Mr. Cass, as follows: 


Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire into the expediency of prohibiting by law 
any Officer of the army from assuming or exercising, within 
the limits of the United States, any civil power or authority 
not conferred by an act of Congress, and of providing an ad- 
equate punishment for such offences. 


Mr. HOUSTON.’ Mr. President, it was my || 
intention this morning to have proceeded with my 
remarks and conclude what I have to say on this || 
resolution. But, owing to the fact that the morn- || 
ing hour has nearly elapsed, and that it will be but 
a few minutes until the order of the day be called 
for, I will not proceed now, but will rely on the 
courtesy of the Senate to-morrow to take up the | 
resolution early in the day, in order that | may 
then be enabled to make what few remarks I 
have to make. I therefore move to postpone the 
further consideration of this resolution until to- | 


The motion was agreed to. 
COMMISSIONER OF DOMINICAN REPUBLIC. | 
Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, | submit the fel- | 
lowing resolution. It is of a very important na- || 
ture, and [ hope it will be now*considered: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations bein- | 
structed to inquire into the expediency of appointing a*spe- | 
cial agent or commissioner of the United States to reside | 





near the Government of the Dominican Republic ; and also || 
as to the expedienéy of placing at the disposal of the Presi- || 
dent a competent naval force for the purpose of coercing || 
the payment of juct claims of citizens of the United States || 


against Hayti. , 


The motion to consider at this time was agreed || 


‘Mr. WEBSTER. This fesolution opens a || 


to 


very broad question relating to the expediency | 
and propriety of enforcing the payment of private | 
debts by public force. It is a question upon | 
which I shall desire to say a few words. It isthe 
very question that has been likely for some time | 
past to bring about a great disruption of amity be- | 
tween the principal Powers of Europe The idea 
of enforcing the payment of private debts by pub- 
lic force is a matter, I can assure my honorable 
friend, that requires great consideration. I should 
be glad if the resolution would lie over. 





the postponement of the resolution, if the honora- 
ble Senator from Massachusetts still desires it, 
after I have made an explanatioh of it. 

There is a large amount of information on this | 
subject, of a most valuable and interesting charac- | 


ter, recently obtained by the Department of State, || 
through the medium of a special agent—embracing || 


a great variety of facts of the utmost importance. | 
I learn that if this matter be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations, the Secretary of 
State will make it his business to attend before the 
committee in person and exhibit all the informa- 
tion in his possession, 80 as to enable the commit- | 
tee to act understandingly on the subject. 

Mr. WEBSTER. [have not the slightest ob- | 
jection to that part of the resolution. But what I 
referred to was that part of it which proposed to 
put an armed force at the disposition of the Presi- 
dent to compel the performance of stipulations en- 
tered into with American citizens. 

Mr. FOOTE. The regolution is simply one of 


ge : 

r. KING. Mr. President, as the Senator 
from Mississippi has said, this is simply a resolu- 
tion of inquiry. As the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has stated, there is no objection to the first 
portion of the resolution. In regard to the second 





| over until to-morrow. 


|| Mr. CLEMENS, 
Mr. FOOTE. Mr. President, I will consent to || 





consideration of the committee. 

Mr. WEBSTER. The course of these things 
is progressive. If nothing be said befors this 
matter be referred to a committee, nothing will 
probably be said afterwards. And I think this is 


| a subject which deserves a good deal of considera- 


tion. I would be glad if this resolution would lie 


I therefore make that mo- 
tion. 


The motion was agreed to. 
RESOLUTIONS. 


_Mr. MORTON submitted the following resolu- 
tion, which lies over under the rule: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Naval Affairs be in- 


| structed to inquire into the expediency of providing by law 


that naval timber for building and repairing public sitps be 


| procured and stored at the navy-yard at Peusacola, Florida, 
| in like manner as at other navy-yards, 


RAILROAD IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. CLEMENS, in pursuance of notice, asked 
and ebtained leave to introduce a bill granting the 
right of way and making a donation of land to the 
State of Alabama, in aid of the construction of the 
Girard Railroad; which was read a first and second 
time by its title, and referred € the Committee on 
Public Lands. 


NOTICE OF A BILL. 

Mr. MORTON gave notice that he would to- 
morrow, or some early day thereafter, ask leave 
to introduce a bill to amend the act entitled “ Au 
act to provide for the punishment of offences com- 
mitted in cutting, destroying, or removing live-oak, 
and other timber or trees reserved for naval pur- 
poses,’’ approved March 2, 1837. 


EDITORS’ ADMISSION TO THE SENATE. 


Mr. DAWSON submitted the following resolu- 
tion for consideration: 
Resolved, That the editors of the newspaper styled “ The 
Southern Press”, have the uaual privileges of the floor of 
| the Senate granted other editors of newspapers in this city. 
Mr. HALE. I move to amend that resolution 
by inserting after the words ‘* Southern Press” 
| the words ** and the editor of the National Era.*’ 
I object to the consideration 
of the resolution at this time. 
The resolution was accordingly laid over under 


|| the rules. 


ADJOURNMENT SINE DIE. 
| On motion by Mr. YULEE, the Senate proceed- 
| ed to the consideration of the following resolution, 
submitted by him yesterday: 

Resolved, That the President of the Senate and the 
| Speaker of the House of Representatives do adjourn their 


respective Houses on Thursday, the first day of August 
next, at twelve o’clock, meridian. 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I should be very 


|| glad to learn what view has been taken by the 


honorable Senator from Florida of the actual state 
of the public business, and the probability, by the 
time proposed in that resolution, of disposing of 


|| it, which is indispensable to the public service. 


| There are questions in relation to the formation 
| of territorial governments in our recentl y—Sac- 
| quired acquisitions from Mexico; there are ques- 
| tions relating to the subject of slavery within the 
| United States and in these Territories; and I do 
| trust that Congress will not think of an adjourn- 
ment, without some final and decisive adjustment 
| of these questions, or at least the ascertainment of 
the utter impracticability of settling any of these 
questions. Besides, there are the appropriation 
bills, with respect to which I believe no progress 








rtion, I cannot well see what objection there can || has been made—bills which ordinarily have oceus 


to referring this matter to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. It does not contemplate a 
coercion for the payment of debts due from a 
foreign. Government to citizens of the United 
States. As I understand it, the claim that we 
have against the mment of Hayti grows out 
of certain regula made there, which are con- 


sidered to be gether unjust and improper. ft 


| pied of themselves more time than will elapse be- 
i tween now and the time proposed for the adjourn- 
| ment. 

Indeed, with any view which | can take of the 
condition of public affairs, 1 think nothing would 
be more inexpedient than for the Senate at this 
time to commit itself to any day of adjournment, 
but especially one so near at hand as thet whigh ie 
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There is no member of this body more 


pro 


anknus than I am that this session of Congress | 


should come to a ¢ermination. But | would as 


soon quit the field of battle at the moment when | 


our arms were directed against a foreign enemy, 


and when it was my duty to expose my life to the || 
utmost hazard—I would as soon, aye eooner, flee | 


from such a field of battle, than | would quit my 
post here, and leave the country in the position in 


which it would be left if we do not settle thése mat- | 


ters. ; 
Sir, we are without even any suggesti¢n from 
the honorable Senator from Florida of the possi- 


bitty of accomplishing the great works which lie | 


before us, and which ought to be disposed of be- 
fore we adjourn, Jt is with feelings of regret that 
1 must say that we have not had the assistance of 


the honorable Senator in our endeavors to settle | 


these agitating questions. 


There is an idea that, when there is a fixed day | 


ef adjournment, some moral or parliamentary co- 


ercion will operate upon members, and compel | 


them to accelerate the dispatch of business. I can- 


not act in reference to the great questions now | 
Thinking, | 


pending upon any such hope as that. 
then, that it would be altogether improper and 
highly imprudent to fix at this time a day fdr the 


adjournment of Congress, and especially to fix | 


such an early day, I move that the resolution now 
under consideration be postponed until this day 
fortnight. By that time we shall, perhaps, be able 
to have aclearer view of what remains to be dgne, 
and of the time in which it can be done. 

Mr. YULEE, 


it might at least elicit some expression of the pre- 


vailing inclination of the Senate respecting e termi- | 
We have reached a period | 


nation of the session. 
in the session when it is desirable to have in view 
a fixed day for the close of our labors. Very lit- 


tle legislation has yet been perfected. With the || 
prospect before us of indefinite protraction of the | 
session, it is quite unlikely that the members of | 
the two Houses will direct their legislative action | 


toapoint. It appeared to me that if it was prac- 


ticable at al! to obtain definite action at this session | 


upon the delicate and important questions to which 
the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Cray] has re- 


ferred, the interval between this and the first of | 


August would be sufficient. And, if it is found 
impracticable by that time, why would the Sena- 
tor desire to keep the members in session, excited 
themselves, and, by their protracted conflict, 
spreading increased excitement through the coun- 
wy? hat could come of “it? Will it not be 
much better, after the reasonable efforts which 


may be made during this month, if no adjustment || 


is found to be attainable, to pass the appropriation 
bills, go home, take counsel of our constituents, 
and return here, after an interval of quiet consid- 
eration, with better knowledge of the disposition 
of our people, and, it may be hoped, with more 
reconcilable views of what is due to the interests 
of our respective sections ? 


to arrange this matter by the time named) there 
ean be any hope that by a protraction of the strag- 


gle through the dog-days any beneficial results can | 


be anticipated. 


But the Senator thinks a vote should be taken | 


upon the bill he reported before a day is fixed, and 
seeme to apprehend that the adoption of this reso- 
lation might embarrass that object. For one, I 
cameasure the Senator that, so far from his having 
n-ed for this apprehension, I, for one, am ready; 
and | dare say the disposition is pretty general to 
take a vote upon his bill at an early day—to-day 
or to-morrow, if the Senator pleases, or on any 
other day he may cheose now to propose. There 
is no. desire to delay, so far as | am informed. I 
have every disposition to let the vote be taken, so 
far as I am concerned, and have been ready for the 
question since the first day it was introduced. But 


what hope can we have that the minds of the | 


members will be turned to the necessity of taking 
up the appropriation bills, and shaping their action 
towards a close, until a day of adjournment has 
been agreed upon? Already the fiscal year is 
closed, and the Government is resting upon its 
credit for support. Is itatall likely that the ways 

means will be looked to while an indefinite 
protraction of the session is threatened, and the 
minde of members of both Houses are absorbed 


> : 


{ had not much expectation | 
when I called up the resolution that it could be | 
finally disposed of this morning, but I hoped that | 


{ appeal to the Senate || 
to consider whether (it being found impracticable || 


rT : 

Hy and excited b 
now in progress? 

| things, and ofa session of Congress with the rest. 


to afford a fair trial of our ability to concur in a 


fail in it, to make the necessary fiscal arrangements 
for the Government, and adjourn. If the day | 
propose is too near, the Senator can propose an- 
other day. 

The Sanator from Kentucky says my aid has 


not been given towards a settlement of the pending | 


question. | 
withheld. Ata very early day in the session—in the 
first month of it, | believe~-while the Senator from 


Vermont (Mr. Pretps}] was addressing the Senate | 
upon the general subject, I intimated in the hear- | 
ing of the Senator my willingness to agree to an | 


I don’t know what proper aid I have | 


/It is much better to fix a day sufficiently remote | 
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| patient, and threw him into fits 
settlement likely to satisfy the country; and if we || 


July 2, 


y astruggle such as that which is || that it would be better than all your measures of 


i 


There should be an end of all 


compromise just to have an early adjournment of 


| this Congress. The whole mischief arises here, 


We are like the doctor who was going to cure g 
ae ' rst, because of 
his great skill in curing fits. (Laughter.) Tha 
has been the case here We have got up excite. 
ment, and there is not half aswmuch as we think 
We come here and make loud speeches, some of 
usa 

Mr. FOOTE, (in his seat.) Yes, some of us. 

Mr. HALE. And very often, too, some of ys 
{great laughter,] and we fill the Chamber, and 


| imagine we are moving the country, and that 
| everybody is agitated beeause we have got into a 


arrangement then to which but few of those I | 


mostly agree with were willing to submit. 
|, my offer was not met. 


through his plan of settlement. 


But | 
It is true | have not been | 
able to give my aid to the Senator in carrying || 
1 have not re- | 
garded it as an adjustment which would be sat- | 
isfactory, or which ought to be satisfactory, to the | 


South, nor which would be likely to accomplish || 


the object declared by the Senator, of giving peace 
to the country. But, although I cannot support 


| perspiration hearing ourselves talk. (Laughter,} 


But the fact is, there is no such excitement in the 
country. Not at all. The country is tired to 
death of the talk we have been having here for 
seven months, but | do not think the country is 
really so excited as some of us might really wish, 
If we want to cure the excitement, and do good 
service to the country, as weil as take care of our 
own healths, we had better go home, and the 
sooner the better. And that we may take time to 
deliberate on it, I shall concur with my vote, so 


'| far as the opinion of one so humble as myself ig 
| concerned, in the postponement of the considera. 


the pending bill, have always been ready, always | 
anxious, and am now ready and anxious, to || 
facilitate te success of any measure which is to- 


| lerably just to the constituency I represent, and 
|, which can secure the acquiescence of both sections 
of the Union. No settlement will prove a meas- 


the Union to give permanency to its provisions, 
and allay apprehension of further agitation. 


tion of the resolution for a fortnight, hoping that 
it will then be taken up. 

Mr. DOUGLAS. | have but a word to say 
upon this question. For one, 1 do not concur 
with the Senator from New Hampshire. I believe 


| that the people of this country want this question 


ure of peace whichggoes not draw to its support | 
a sufficiently strong majority in both sections of | ! 
| peace and quiet restored to the country. 
a 


think it will be quite possible to decide whether || 


such a settlement is attainable within the period || 


named in the resolution. 
Congress may be able to adjourn by the time pro- 


|| [Mr. Yureg;] but then it is by no means certain, 
||and therefore | think there is no occasion for 
|| our designating a day on which we will adjourn, 
|| The motion o 
|| lution for a fortnight. 
|| can then judge better. We shall see better. 
|| Shall then be able to act more discreetly upon this 
|| question than we can now. For my part, I am 


| as anxious to return to my own home as any man || 


|| can be, yet | am not prepared to fix on any day 
|| of adjournment ull | know something more of 
what is to be the result of these great questions. 


adjournment, it is pertinent to take into considtra- 


|| tion the importanee of the business before Con- || 
|| gress,and the uncertainty of when that business | 
I concur entirely, not only | 
in the propriety, but the high expediency, and, | | 


|| can be accomplished. 
\] 
i had almost said, the necessity, of putting over the 
decision upon this motion at present. 

Mr. BERRIEN. | concur entirely with the 


| Senator from Florida, that it is desirable to have | 
an early adjournment of Congress, but I feel also | 
that it is indispensable for acting, and acting de- || 
The Senator from | 
| Florida has, however, elicited an expression of | 


cisively, upon these questions. 


opinion from the Senate, and I suggest to him the 


;, such an advance in this measure, if not brought it 
|| to a close, as will enable us to decide whether we 
|| can come to a Satisfactéry termination. 
}} we are in this state of uncertainty, with great anx- 
|iety for the early adjournment of Congress, I 

should not be willing to vote for this resolution. 


| 
| 
| 


i 


{ only allude to them because, in fixing a time of | 


settled. I do not think it so important to them 
how it is settled, as that it should be settled, and 
We can 
settle it by voting as well as by speaking, and | 
desire to settle it by voting. can understand 
that extreme men, whose political existence de- 


| pends upon agitation, may desire that these ques- 


Mr. WEBSTER. Mr. President, it is possible || 


posed by the honorable member from Florida, | 


tions should be kept open; but the great mass of 
the country, those whose interests are to be affect- 
ed by it, desire that we should settle the question 


|| at once, and then proceed to the other business 


‘before us. 


For one, | never will vote to adjourn 


ull this question is settled, if we stay here till the 


the honorable member from Ken- || 
tucky is to postpone the consideration of the reso- || 
Why should we not? We || 
We. 


4th of March next; and I hope, therefore, the 
Senate will fix no time to adjourn till we have had 
a vote upon all these questions, and that, in the 
mean time, we keep the power in our own hands 


|| to adjourn when whe shall have got through with 
|| our business, and not before. 


Mr. YULEE.. If the Senator will allow me, 1 


|| would suggest that a fortnight seems to me to bea 


| longer time of postponement than is necessary. If 
|| the Senator will allow the resolution to be passed 


| over, (and we have reached the time now for the 


consideration of the order of the day,) we might 


| 








Whilst *; 


i 


| hope the motion to postpone will be acquiesced || 


in. 
|| Mr. HALE. I shall only occupy the floor for 
|| a short.time. I simply want to say that I concur 


it 


entirely in the views of the honorable Senator from 
Florida, [Mr. Yuxee,] and that | dissententirely— 
and | am very sorry to do it—from the views ex- 
fee by the Senator from Kentucky. [A laugh.] 
| I believe that if there is one single measure which 
| Congress can adopt, that will give peace and satis- 
| faction, and refief and gomfort to the country, it is 

an early adjournment of this Congress. | believe 


de- 
the 


by to-morrow morning agree on the day to ‘ 
signated. Perhaps we may see daylight b 
close of to-day, if this cpurse be taken. 

Mr. FOOTE. That course would be very un- 


'| generous to the Senator from Texas, [Mr. Hovs- 
|| Ton,}] who wishes to occupy the morning hour \o- 


morrow. I prefer, therefore, the postponement for 
two weeks. 

Mr. YULEE. Well, then, suppose it be post- 
poned for one week instead of two. 

Several Senators: Oh, no, two weeks. 

Mr. CLAY. 1 do not believe that in one week 


'| we shall be prepared to decide this matter; two 

propriety of acquiescing in the motion tp postpone | 
| the consideration of his“resolution to the day that | 
|| has been moved by my honorable friend from | 
| Kentucky. By that time we shall have made | 


weeks are indispensable. ‘ 
The question was then taken, and the motion to 
postpone agreed to. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the order of the day, being the hiil for the ad- 
mission of California as a State into the Union, 
to establish Territorial Governments for Utah and 
New Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for 
the establishment of her western and northern 
boundaries. 

Mr. UPHAM resumed and concluded the speech 
which he commenced yesterday. 

Mr. SEWARD next addressed the Senate for 
upwards of an hour and a half; after which 

Mr. BELL obtained the floor, but gave way for 
a motion to adjourn. 

The further  sesnieretian of nesnbines wee 
pees ‘morrow at twelve o 8 
eT Senate pr baste 

[See Appendix for the speeches, ] 
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ee 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, | 


Wepnespay, July 3, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
Mr. BISSELL asked the unanimous consent of 
the House to present a memorial. 
Mr. CARTTER desired to know what its pur- 


was. 

Peer. BISSELL safff, that it was the memorial 
of Miss D. L. Dix, in relation to a grant of land 
for the benefit of the indigent insane. 

Mr. CARTTER objected. 

So the memorial was not received. 

Mr. McDONALD asked the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to withdraw certain papers from || 
its files Tats . | 

In reply to an inquiry as to the object of the 

ovon— 

Me. McD. said, that it was with a view to pre- | 
sent the papers at the department, in order to pro- 
cure a pension. ; 

No objection having been made— 

Mr. McD. withdrew from the files of the House 
the papers in the case of Eleanor Washburn, with 
the view of referring the same to the Commission- 
er of Pensions. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the orders of 
the day. mn 

THE FOURTH. 

Mr. MORSE. I rise, Mr. Speaker, to a priv- 
ileged question. I desire to make a motion, which 
is a privileged motion, and to take the sense of the 
House upon it, while it is in good humor, and be- 
fore it becomes excited by debate about the Gal- 
phin claim, or California, or Africa, [laughter,] or 
anything else. To-morrow is the anniversary of 
American independence. I desire to celebrate it 
myself by being free from angry political discus- 
sions of every kind. I therefore move, that when 
this House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Satur- 
day next; and I hope the House will agree to this 
motion by a unanimous vote. 

Mr. JONES. As the motion of the gentleman 
from Louisiana [Mr. Morse] is for two days, and 
as only one of these days can be the fourth of 
July, | move to amend the motion by striking out 
“Saturday,” and inserting “‘ Friday.”” 

Mr. PUTNAM suggested the propriety of ¢el- 
ebrating the day as the general jubilee of free- 
dom. 

Mr. CARTTER made a remark, or inquiry, 
not heard. 

The yeas and nays on the amendment were 
asked and ordered, and, being taken, were—yeas 
87, nays 63. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

The question then recurred on agreeing to the 
motion as thus amended. 

A brief conversation followed between Mr. 
Jones and the Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were asked and ordered, and, 
being taken, resulted—yeas 94, nays 72. 

So the resolution, as amended, was agreed to.” 

HAYTI. 

Mr. HOLMES asked the uranimous consent of 
the House to offer a resolution, which was read for 
information, as follows : 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Relations of 
the House of Representatives be instructed to inquire into, 
and report upon, the expediency of placing at the disposal of 
the President so much of the naval force of the United 
States as may be necessary to enforce payment of the just 
claims of citizens of the United States against Hayti. 


Mr. JONES objected, and the resolution was 
not received. 
THE GALPHIN CASE. 
Mr. GOTT ealled for the orders of the day. 

_ The House accordingly resumed the considera- 
tion of the report of the select committee, relative 
to the conduct of the Secretary of War, in con- 
nection with the allowance of the Galphin claim. 

Mr. McKISSOCK addressed the committee 

uring his hour. He defended the payment of 
the claim on the creved that it was assumed bythe 

overnment by the special act of 1848. That act 
‘authorized and required ’’ the Secretary of the 
Treasury * to examine and adjust the claim of the 
late George Galphin.” He proceeded at some 
length to take a leak view of the force of that act, 
and to contend that, in accordance with the well- 
settled principles of iaw—common and statute— 
it was the duty of the department to pay the in- 
terest as as the principal, interest bei 
equally a part of the debt—a legal and insepa 
incident of the principal. He said that though 


? 





— 





a 


Bi 


there was a general rule that the Government did \ gaged in the patriotic vocation of claim-agent, 


| Not pay interest, this case was among the excep- | 


tions to that rule, among other reasons because it 
came fairly, within the reason of the rule applied 
to the claims under the act of 1832, providing for 
certain revolutionary liabilities of the State of Vir- 
ginia. He considered it immaterial to this issue 
whether the original claim was valid against the | 
United States; he expressed the opinion, however, | 
that it was not, but a claim upon the State of 
Georgia, the lien having followed the lands when 
their title passed from the British Crown to the || 
State of Georgia. The United States relieving the | 
State of Georgia, had assumed the obligation, and |, 
were bound in law and equity for the payment of | 
the entire claim—interest and principal. 
Mr. BROOKS inquired if, under the law of New | 
York, upon a parallel case, the courts would allow 
interest back to 1775 when the claim had never 
been presented until 1837? | 
Mr. McKISSOCK replied, that the question as- 
sumed the original obligation of the United States. 
He denied this assumption. He had argued that 
the debt was originally against the State of Geor- 
gia. This being the case, the United States had 
assumed the obligation of Georgia, in its full ex- | 
tent, and were therefore bound, as Georgia was || 
bound, for both principal and interest. 
Mr. McK. having concluded, 
Mr. CARTTER obtained the floor, but yielded to 
Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, who modi. | 
fied the amendment which he introduced yester- 
day as an amendment to the amendment of Mr. 
Scuenck, to read as follows, viz: 
Add to the end thereof the following: 


‘And consequently that the House also totally dissents | 
from the correctness of the opinion expressed by the Presi- 
dent of the United States to the Secretary of War, ‘that 
* his (the said Crawford) being at the head of the War De- 
€ partment, and the agent of the claimants, did not take 
‘from him any rights he may have had as such agent, or 
‘ would have justified him in having the examination and | 


‘ decision of the claima by the Secretary of the Treasury || 


© suspended.’ 

Resolved, further, That this House decidedly disap- 
proves of, and dissents from, the opinion given by the Attor- 
ney General in favor of an allowance of interest on said 
claim, and from the action of the Secretary of the Treasury 
in payment of the same claim in this’’ 

Mr. SCHENCK so modified his substitute for 
the amendment of Mr. Toomns, as to include the | 
same within his amendment; which was then read, 
as follows, viz: 

Resolved, That there is no evidence submitted by the com- 
mittee to whom was referred the letter of George W. Craw- | 
ford, asking ‘‘ an investisation” into his conduct in refer- 
ence to the claim of the representatives of George Galphin, 
which impugns his personal or official conductin relation to 
the settlement of the claim by the proper officers of the Gov- | 
ernment. 

Provided, however, That this House is not to be understood | 
as approving his relation to that claim, in continuing to be in- 
terested in the prosecution of it when it was to be examined, | 
adjusted, and paid by one of the departments of the Govern- | 
ment, he himseif being at the same time at the head of an- | 
other of those departments; but the House considers that | 





such connection and interest of a member of the Cabinet || 


with a claim pending and prosecuted before another depart- | 
ment, would be dangerous as a precedeut, and ought not to | 
be sanctioned. 


Mr. CARTTER said: From the prevailing | 


|| that the demand would stop. 


should plunder from the people’s treasury some 
ove hundred and fifieen thousand dollars. But 


he considered the evidences of Galphin’s pat- 


riotism very equivocal, and. said there was no 


| direct proof on this point except thet he was an 


Indian trader—a class who, next to birds of prey 
who hung around the treasury for plunder, were 
the worst in the country—whose business was to 
sell whisky and beads to the Indians at enormously 


| high prices. Galphin, it was proved, was at best 


a whisky and bead ** patriot!” 

Mr. BURT interrupted, and remarking that 
George Galphin was a South Carolinian, and soma 
of his descendants were South Carolinians, and 


| that honorable and pure blood flowed in their 


veins—said that there was no just ground for im- 


| putations upon the patriotism or the private virtues 


of George Galphin. 
Mr. CARTTER said that he cared very little for 


| this honorable and high blood of which they often 


heard, It was about the same as any other blood, 
George Galphin and his descendants, and those 
who had connected themselves with this claim, 
whatever blood they might claim, were to be 
judged by their acts: he might have been a patriot, 
but the evidence of it was very doubiful. A pa- 


|| triot, according to the Democratic definition, held 


himself bound to defend his country whenever 
called upon, and when the time for the distribution 
of the plunder came, woufl refuse to have any- 


| thing to do with it. 


But when the $40,000 for beads and whisky 
was paid out of the public treasury, by a bill 


| which the people should know was pressed through 


in a hurry ata late hour of the last mght of the 
session, without anybody knowing anything about 
it, except the few who were engaged in getting it 
through—it might reasonably have been supposed 
But lo! afier the 
$43,000 principal, came a claim for $191,000 inter- 
est; which had been paid, and of which thie Whig 
Cabinet minister, Mr. Crawford, had received half 
—making his whole receipts for half of principal 
and interest about $115,000. 
He commented upon the monstrous corruption 
of the allowance of interest under the cireum- 
stances; and declared his general dislike to the pay- 
ment of interest, both as an exaction on the part 
of the capitalist upon the sweat and labor of the 
poor man, and on account of its origin with the 
Jews, who killed the Saviour. Even if interest 
| were ever allowable, no gentleman on the other side, 
with all their Shylock pound-of flesh-voracity, had 
made a case for it here—the account not having 
been liquidated. 
| He adverted to the efforts made by some gen- 
| tlemen to make Mr. Crawford the seape- goat; said 
they would not succeed, but that General Taylor 
and the other members of his Cabinet, having con- 
| nived at and sanctioned the enormous allowance, 
would be held equally responsible by the peo- 
ple. He did not charge that Mr. Crawford had 


|| dishonestly procured this money; but if he wes 


honest, there was theopportunity for him to show 


manifestations on the Whig side of the Chamber | it by refunding the money to the Treasury: the 
when this case was first brought up, he had sup- } country would be satisfied in this and in no other 


requiem of the Galphin claim; yet gentlemen || 
seemed to be making a virtue of necessity, and || 
attempting to brace up the present Cabinet. But | 
the verdict of ‘guilty’? had gone forth from the | 
people, and neither the whitewashing resolutions 
or the daubing with untempered mortar of gentle- 
men on the other side, would suffice to take out 
the pollution which attached to the allowance of 
this claim. 

Without going into an elaborate discussion of | 
the case, so ably presented by the committee, he || 
proposed only a simple statement of the facts, and || 
said they showed corruption and fraud so mon- || 
strous that they could never geceive the sanction |, 
of the unsophisticated people. He disagreed with | 
Mr. Breck in his regrets as to what he had | 
called the waste of time on this subject, and said | 
their time could not be better expended than in | 
ferreting out the dark and deep iniquities of the 
present Administration, 

He referred to what had been said of the | 
patriotism of Galphin, and said that this plea of || 
patriotism waa generally heard when PLUNDER |, 
was to be’ shielded>. If _Galphin, three-fourths of 
a century ago, was iotic, it was a poor reason 
why George Ww. Qbank Cabinet officer en- 








i 


o one would be found to si e.|| way. 
prey, Sh, ‘ fo, sing, t0. Mr. C. having concluded his remarks, 

Mr. HOUSTON spoke an hour in favor of the 
allowance of interest on the claim of Galphin, and 
vindicating the motives and characier of the Séc- 

|| retary of War; admitting, at the same time, that 
|| the assaults which had been made on him would 
‘| have the effect of hereafter preventing any one 
|| similarly situated from pursuing a claim against the 
|, Government. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, obtained the floor, 
but yielded to a motion that the House adjourn, 

After some conversation, the motion was. re- 
jected. 

Mr. KING then addreased the House, and tan 
ceeded for some time in an historical review of th 
facts of the case, when he yielded to a motion that 
the House adjourn. 

The vote was—ayes 41, noes 30. 

And the House adjourned to Friday, at eleven 


o'clock. 





PETITIONS, &e. 
The followi titions, memorials, &., were 
presented ee rule, and referred to tite ap- 
jate committees: 
By Mr. FEATHERSTON: The petition of William Hal 
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bert, of Lowndes county, Mississippi, praying Congress to 
refund to him money paid by him into the land office, for 
which he received nothing. 

By Mr. BOWIE: "Lhe memorial of James Deale and 
others, heirs of James Deale, deceased, praying indemmifica- 
tion for losses sustained by French spoliations between the 
years 3793 and 1801. 

Also, the memorial of Richard W, Gill, trustee of James 
Biays, of Baltimore, for similar relief. 

By Mr. JULIAN: The petition of Nancy Anderton and 
Elizabeth Anderson, the baif-sisters of Finley Andrews, 
late of Henry eounty, Indiana, who was ijlegitimate, and at 
the time of his death was entitled to.a Jand warrant for his 
services in the Mexican war, praying Congress to enact a 
special law allowing them to take said warrant by inberit- 
ance from said half-brother. 

By Mr. CROWELL: The petition of James Ward and 
others, Citizens of ‘Trumbull county, Ohio, praying a modi- 
fication of the revenue Jaw of 1846, 


IN SENATE. 
Wepwespay, July 3, 1850. 

Mr. BALDWIN presented the memorial of 
James F. Babcock, administrator of the estate of 
Major Frederick D. Mills, setting forth that said 
Mitts was a major in the fifteenth regiment of in- 
fantry, and that he was killed at the battle of 
Cherubusco, before the gates of Mexico, and that 
his horse, equipments, apparel, and other property, 
fell into the hands of the enemy at the time of his 
death, for which the administrator seeks compen- 


sation; which was referred to the Committee of 
Claims. 

Mr. HALE preserited the petition of Jonathan 
D. Roberts, administrator of Olive Folsom, widow 
of a revolutionary soldier, asking to be aliowed 
arrears of pension; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, a petition of citizens of thetown of Alstead, 
in the county of Cheshire, in the State of New 
Hampshire, asking that whenever any person is 
arrested as a fugitive slave in any other State than 
where service is claimed, he shall not be delivered 


except on the finding of a jury; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 


DELAWARE ON THE COMPROMISE, 

Mr. WALES. Mr. President, I have received 
the preamble and resolutions of a large public 
meeting which has been held at Wilmington, in 
the State of Delaware, of those who are unfavor- 
able to the compromise bill. It is, represented to 
have been a very large and enthusiastic meeting 
of those whose opinions are entitled to considera- 
tion. The preamble and resolutions will better 
eXpress the views of that meeting than | can do; 
i will therefore read them: 


se Whereas ours is a republican form of government, under 
whieh it is always the right, and sometimes the duty of the 
pedple to meet and give expression to their sentiments in re- 
Jatiun to the character of their public servants, and to the 
measures of policy proposed or adopted by them :* 

* And whereas there has been much agitation in Congress 
and in the country during the Jast six months, arising out 
of questions connected with the present political coudition 
of the new territory acquired by the United States in the 
war with Mexico, for the settlement of which and other 
questions a bill is now pending before the Senate, compri- 
sing several distinct and incongruous measures, and propo- 
Bing, Amongst Other things, to cede to the State of Texagpev- 
enty thousaud square nules of this territory, and to pay her 
tea millions of dollars, or some other large sum of money, 
and also to establish territorial governments for New Mex- 
ico and Utah, and providing for the adinission of California 
inte the Union as a State; 

“1. Resolved, Ihat whilst we deeply deplore the agitation 
which has been permitted so long to distract the councils of 
the country, and to delay the transaction of the public busi- 
ness iu Congress, yet that we bave no fears for the safety of 
the Union. The people of this Confederacy are hound to- 
gether by ties too strong to bé so easily rent asunder—ties 
of interest and friendship, proud recollections of tie past, 
and bright and glorious hopes of the future. Should this 
Union ever be dissolved—an event we cannot believe pos- 
sible—it will not be in consequence of any act or omission 
On the pirt Of President Taylor, nor will it be in conformity 
with the wish of the masses of the people, but throagh the 
unuscrupdlous ambition of selfish and reckless demagogues. 

“2. Resolved, That we sooneaete sppeers of and recom- 
mend General Taylor’s plan for obviating the difficulties 
growing out of the question whether slavery shall be admit- 
ted into any portion of the new territories, believing it to be 
patriotic, prudent, and practicable, euch as will open the 
way for the gradual and peaceable adjustment of all ques- 
tious connected with those territories in a manner which 
will prove ultimately satisfactory to the people of all sec- 
i of our pet 

«3. Resol ‘That in the opinion of this meeting, Califor- 
nia should be immediately admitted into the Daion hy 
Congress as a State, with her present constitution and 
boundaries, and without reference to any other question or 


measure, 

“4, a That if the disputed territory now claimed 
by Texas does.in fact belong to her, Congress has no right 
to — istate it from ‘her withont ber consent, even for 
ten ons of > Unat if it does not belong to her, then 
Congresa has no right to of dollars, 
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therefore, believing that she has no right or title, in law or 
justice, to any portion of this territory, we are opposed to 
the appropriation by Congress of ten millions of dollars, or 
any other sum, for any such purpose. 

“5. Resolel, That the connection of two er more dis- 
tinet and incongruous measures in one bi'l, isa mode of 
legislation anti-repubtiean in its character and dangerous in 
its tendeney, aud should therefore be discoumenanecd in 
the Congress of the United States upon all oceasions. It 
opens the door and offers temptations for corrupt bargain 
and intrigne in legistative proceedings, and is a means for 
the enactment of laws which, separately and upon their 
own merits, never could command the voice of the majority, 

“6. Resolved, That we are opposed to the compromise 
bill, now pending before the Senate, because it proposes to 
give a'suin of money to Texas for territory to which she has 
no right or title, and which already belongs to the United 
States; because it comprises several distinet and incougru- 
ous measures, and is therefore an anti-republican and im- 
proper mode of legislation; because, as we believe, a large 
majority of the people in all sections of the country are 
opposed to it; and because, it having become manif st that 
it can never receive the sanction of a majority of Congress, 
its further consideration by that body is a waste of time 
which should be devoted to the transaction of other public 
business, which now urgently demands their atiention,and 
that we believe to be the sentiments of a majority of the 
people of this State. 

“7, Resolved, That the course pursued by General Taylor 
since his election to the Presidency, has fulfilled the most 
sanguine expectations of his trends, and has our cordial 
approbation. Ithas been moderate and firm, prudent and 
patriotic. He stands committed to no sectional interest, 
prejudice, or pariy, but has evinced a determination to ad- 
minister the Government upon truly republican principles, 
for the general good of the whole country. In regard to 
the recent hostile expedition against Cuba, he has sought 
faithfully to enforce the |agvs agaiust these who were en- 
gaged in that unwarrantable affuir,and has manifested a 
firm purpose to protect the rights of our citizens from any 
infriugement on the part of tho Spanish government of Cuba. 
Under his administration, by the treaty of Nicaragua, im- 
mense advantages have been secured tothe people of the 
United States, and questions of great delicacy and diffi- 
culty, pending between our Government and that of Great 
Britain, have been adjusted in a manner which has ealled 
forth the admiration and approval even of political oppo- 
nents. 

«8, Resolved, That we should be recreant to ourselves 
and our State, did we suffer ourselves to pass without no- 
tice the name of our own distinguished fellow-citizen, the 
Hon. John M. Clayton, who, by his eminent abilities, has 
won for himself a high position in the couneils of his 
eountry. His able and skillfal negotiation of the treaty of 
Nicaragua has placed him in the front rank of the diploma- 
tiete of the age, and in the entire management of our foreign 
affairs since he fas held the office of Secretary of State, he 
has displayed talents for public business of the highest 
order, His fame is part and parcel of the treasure of his 
native State, and should be guarded and defended by his 
fellow-citizens of Delaware with scrupulous fidelity, 

“9. Resolred, ‘That copies of the proceedings of this 
meeting, signed by the President and Secretaries, be trans- 
mitted to our Senators and Representative in-Congress, 
and published in the Whiz papers of this city. 

* CHARLES’ J. DUPONT, President. 

Joun A. ALLDERDICE, 
« FRANKLIN PaycoasT, 
* Epwarp Betts, 


Mr. WALES. Mr. President, I will take this 
occasion to say, in regard to Delaware, that her 
citizens, from their geographical position, and the 
fact that slavery exists but to a small extent there, 
have no sympathy with the extremists and ultra- 
ists of any section of the country. Her people 
are perfectly willing And desirous to do everything 
for the South which the Constitution and the per- 
petuity of the Union demand, and for the North 
everything that can be reasonably required. They 
have unbounded confidence in the honesty of Pres- 
ident Taylor, and they gave their cordial appro- 
bation to his recommendation contained in the 
message communicating the constitution of Cali- 
fornia, as the result of great prudence and saga- 
city. And I believe that that recommendation, at 
the time it was made, received public approba- 
tion everywhere in this country, and especially 
of the conservative part of it, as the wisest and 
best policy that could be adopted. Beyond that 
policy, however, this bill has been presented to 
us, in the hope and expectation entertained by its 
advocates that it would harmonize the differences 
of opinion existing on the subject, and produce a 
degree of unanimity in public opinion in regard to 
this slavery question. But what has been the re- 
sult? After two months of able and protracted 
debate on this measure, what are the hopes of its 
advocates? If, sir, | may be permitted to judge of 
the sense of the Senate, [ think [ may state with 
safety that, out of fifteen southern States, the Sen- 
ators of but four of those States unite in favor of 
this bill, So far, then, from its producing har- 
mony of feeling and opinion, there are only the 
Senators of four southern States who agree in 
opinion in favor of the bill, and who will probabl 
vote together in favor of it. But even in 
to one or two of these States, itis doubtful whether 
their Senators will @ite in opinion, and in 
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July 3 
new § 
favor of it. Under these circumstances it js 
ee to me that separate legislation would have 
en attended with happier results, and that sep. 
arate legislation must be at last resorted to. | moy, 
that these resolutions lie upon the table anu (¢ 
rinted. ; 
fe Mr. CLAY. I hope the Senator will withdray 
the motion for a few momenta, 

The motion was withdrawn. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr, President, I feel it proper ang 
incumbent on me to say, that IP have received , 
letter from one of the most eminent citizens o¢ 
Delaware, by which | am informed that-upon the 
question of the adoption of these resolutions, the 
meeting was so oe equally divided, that j, 
could not be ascertained on which side the major. 
ity lay, and it was only upon a second division of 
the meeting that a small majority was supposed io 
present itself in favor of the resolutions, 

Sir, the resolutions which the honorable Senator 
has presented endeavor to assail the bill before ihe 
Senate"upon the ground of its being, in the popular 
language of the country—but | hope the term wij 
not be applied in the Senate—an ‘* omnibus” bijj, 
Those resolutions, which have a diplomatic odo, 
about them, are much more incongruous in their 
character, anc the subject of which they treat, than 
the bill to which this appellation has been applied, 
But the honorable Senator near me is not satisfied 
with the presentation of the resolutions, dut must 
make some observations on the great measure pend- 
inz before the Senate. He thinks it has not yet 
produced the concord which its authors hope for, 
Let it be tried before the country, and | think the 
issue will be that it will produce concord through. 
out this distracted nation. He tells us that the 
Senators from the South are not nonited, or tha 
there is considerable division between them, | 
confess I have found some difficulty in counting 
votes in this body, and I have experienced no dif 
ficulty in ascertaining the course which the honor. 
able Senator himself means to pursue. But | hope, 
I yet hope, that he will find it mncumbent on him io 
support this measure. If I know anything of the 
people of Delaware—and my heart is full of graii. 
tude towards them, and | have always had great 
respect for their sentiments throughout the long 
time that I have been acquafnted with them and 
their representatives—if I know anything of the 
sentiment of that State, if influences are not brought 
to bear upon them, I venture to say they will stand 
alongside of the vast majority of the Sthies of the 
Union in favor of this compromise—a majority so 
great that in some States, Maryland for example, 
the neighbor, the nearest neighbor of Delaware, 
and in my own State, it approximates almost lo 
unanimity. : 

And, sir, to go beyond the slaveholding States, 
the State represented so ably by my friends fn my 
eye, the States of Indiana and [Minois, are almost 
unanimous in favor of the bill, When | arrive, 
as*I soon hope to do, at a period when I can vin- 
dicate this measure, I will show hdw predictions 
heretofore made in reference to compromises of 
former times have failed, as they will fail now. 
When the Missouri compromise was proposed, t 
was everywhere said, and in both Houses of Con- 
gress, ‘it will bring no peace to the country. 
And yet everywhere throughout this nation there 
was a degree of joy and exultation almost unpar- 
alleled in its existence. So it was said when the 
compromise of the tariff of 1833 was adopted. 
Repeal, agitation, and modification, it was an- 
nounced would be attempted at session afier ses- 
sion, in order to destroy that compromise. So far 
from it, the manufacturing interest never enjoyed 
seven years of more profound peace and prosper 
ity than it did during the prevalence of the com- 
promise tariff of 1833, and up to thé time when 
that compromise fell down to the lowest rate of 
revenue did that prosperity continue unchecked 
and unalloyed. 

ir, the nation wants repose; and, as has been 

perly remarked, it is not so much cared what 
mode be adopted—though I believe a vast major 
ity of the people are infavor of this measure 
compromise—so that some healing measure, oe" 
comprehensive measure, some measure that = 
reach all the sources of distraction which prev 
throughout the country, be adopted. And any 
such measure will be bailed with a delight which 
the disturbers of the peace will find thefnael ves 


oli une meio piri te cos 
. 































































































» 


1334 





RESOLUTION SUBMITTED. 


lution, which lies over under the rules: 


THE CONGR 




















) tend every consideration and kindness to them. It 
Mr. BALDWIN submitted the following reso- | 


Resolved, That the Committee on Finance be instructed 


i5 secertain and reportto the Zenate the amount of the pub- 
lic deta of the United States Vet outstanding, for the pay- 
ment of which the sales of the public lands were pledged by 
net of Congress, approved 28th January, 1847, and whether, 
conastentiy with the faith of the Government and the 


rights of the public creditors, the public lands van he gra- | 


tuitously dispos d of, while any such portion of such debt || 


remains anpaid, and if so, to what extent and under what | 


limitations. 
NEW MEXICO. 
The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
Mr. Cass’s resolution, on which General Hovus- 
TON had the floor: 


| 
} 


Resolred, That the Committee on Military Affairs be in- | 


structed to inquire into the expediency of prohibiting by 


i 


law any officer of the army from assuming or exercising, | 


within the limits of the United States, any civil power or 
sutberitvy not conferred by an act of Congress, aud of pro- 
viding an adequate punishment for such offences. 


Mr. HOUSTON addressed the Senate for an | 


hour upon the resolution, in a speech which will 
be published in the Appendix. 

The resolution was then laid on the table, on 
the niotion of Mr. CLAY, the time having arrived 
for the consideration of the special order. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the order of the day, being the bill for the ad- 
mission of California as a State into the Union, to 
establish Territorial Governments for Utah and 
New Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for 


j 
; 


| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
j 
| 
} 
| 
| 


the establishment of her western and northern | 


boundaries. 


Mr. BELL, who was entitled to the floor, ad- || 


dressed the Senate for more than two hours, with 


| 


explanations from Mr. CLAY, Mr. DAVIS of | 


Mississippi, and Mr. FOOTE. 


Mr. ‘BELL then yielded the floor, without | 
finishing, on suggestions by Mr. TURNEY and | 


Mr. WEBSTER; and— 

On the motion of Mr. WEBSTER, the further 
consideration of the subject was postponed to 
Friday next, at twelve o’clock 

On the motion of Mr. WEBSTER, it was 


Ordered, That when 
meet again on Friday ne 


The Senate then adjourned. 
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whe Senate adjourns it adjourn to 
. || of the General Post Office are subject te such outrages, the | 


{ 
| 


} 


The Journal of Wednesday was read and ap- | 


proved. 
NEWSPAPER CHARGE. 


Messrs. WENTWORTH and GIDDINGS sai- | 


multaneously addressed the Chair. 
The SPEAKER gaye the floor to 


Mc. GIDDINGS, who said: I rise to call the || 


attention of the House to a question of privilege. 
Certain newspapers in 
Several Voices: What is the question ? 





The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio i 


{Mr. Gappines) states that he has risen to a ques- 
tion of privilege. The gentleman will state the 
question. 

Mr. GIDDINGS, (continuing.) In certain 
newspapers published in Boston and New York, 
a charge of official mis 
against myself as a member of this House, in rela- 
tion to the public archives. I hold in my hand 
one of those articles, whieh appeared in the Boston 
Atlas—— 


j 


uct has been made | 


Several Voices: Speak louder. Itis impossible | 


to hear you. 

Mr. JONES, (to the Chair.) I submit to the 
Chair, whether this question of a newspaper arti- 
cle is a question of privilege? 

Mr. GIDDINGS. I hope the House will hear 
me. 

Cares: Go on! go on! ’ 

upon the Chair. 


Mr. JONES —r his inqui 

The SPEAKER, (in re pee rt. Jones.) The 
Chair cacnot determine whether this is a question 
of privilege or not, until the gentleman has stated 
what the question is. 

Mr. JONES said, if the question was not one of 


privilege, he should insist upon the enforcement of || 


the rule. 
Mr. GIDDINGS, I hope the House will hear 
me. Gentlemen will bear me witness that 1 have 


never failed in the cases of other members to ex- || that common rumor made a 





| 
| 


is my intention to ask the House to take such | 


order as its own honor may demand, and as its 
duty to the public archives may require; and be- 
fore 1 make any further remarks, I will send to 
the Speaker’s table the article referred to, with the 
| request that the clerk may read it. 
The Clerk read the article, as follows: 
Washington Correspondence of the Atlas. 
‘* Wasntneron, June 27, 1°50. 


“ There is a good deal of remark to-day incertain quaterrs, | | 


in regard to a recent outrage upon the official files of the 
General Post Office. Last summer a change was made in 
the post office at Oberlin, Ohio, by the removal of the old 


Demoeratic incumbent, and the appointment of a bogus” | 


Whig. The change was obtained through mizrepresenta- 


tion, and gave great dissatisfaction to the good people of | 
Not so much fanit was found with the removal as | 
Indignation meetings were held, | 
and very numerousty signed petitions, and remonstrances | 


Oberlin 
with the appointment. 


were gotten up by all parties and forwarded to the depart- 
ment. The Postmaster General finally saw that a mistake 
had been made, which was corrected by a second change 
abont January last. This change gave special offence to 
the Hen, Joshna R. Giddings, and he called at once on Col. 
Warren foran explanation. He asked for the papers in the 
case, and they were immediately handed to him, and he 
took a seat behind Col. Warren at a table, and devoted 
about two hours toa full examination of them. When he 
| had completed the examination, be placed the papers te- 
| gether in a bundle, and they were returned to the file room. 
A few weeks after this, it was discovered that a portion of 
the papers, together with the brief of the case, were gone 
| from the department, and were circulated among the 
people of Oberlin. The ease had excited much feeling in 
| that community, and many who bad thought proper to ad- 
dress the department on the subject, had done so with 
great freedom. 


disturbance was created, and especially among the Whigs. 
So soon as this enormity was known a 

' only learn that, immediately before the last appointment in 

| the Oberlin post office, the papers were inspected by Gen. 
Crowell, of Ohio, the Hon. John W. Allen, formerly of the 
Cleveland district, and immediately afterwards by the Hon. 
Joshua R. Giddings. Since then nobody had called for 
them or had access to them. 
quite recently, when evidence was obtained that the ab- 
stracted papers were received at Oberlin under Mr. Gid- 
dings’s frank. 


“Tt is universally true, that those men who are the loudest || 
in their pretensions toa high morality, who are always ap- | 


pealing to God and their consciences for approval, are the 
mostin need of vigilant watches. 

This matter will certainly, as it ought to, attract the atten- 
tion of the House of Representatives. 


public should know it at once, so that in all cases the tone 
of communications may be regulated accordingly. 
| should be ascertained how far the control of a member of 
Congress over the files of a department extends. If he 
mav abstract the correspondence, he need take but one step 
further to reach the official bonds of Postmasters and mail 
| contractors. At all events, this thing should be lonked into. 

It may be that Mr. Giddings can explain these circumstan- 
| ces to the satisfaction of the public. It is certainly due to 
| the character of the House of 
should have an opportunity to do so. 

The article having been read— 

Mr. TOOMBS rose and said, I object—this is 
not a question of privilege. 

Mr, JONES. [ cannot see how it is possible 
| for a question of privilege to be made out of this 
| article. It has no reference to the House. It has 
nothing to do with the House. It is a matter en- 
tirely between the newspaper editor—or the av- 
| thor of the article—and the gentlemen charged 
with improper conduct about these papers. [ can- 
, not perceive how this is to be considered as a 
| question of privilege. I desire the Speaker to 
| state whether the Chair does so consider it. 

The SPEAKER. 
whether matters of this description are questions 
of privilege or not, the Chair will state that the 
Speaker is aware of only two cases within his 
knowledge where the question has been presented. 
One of these cases occurred in the twenty-ninth 

| Congress—the other in the thirtieth Congress. 
| In each of these cases the question was submitted 
| to the House, the Chair having held in each in- 
| stance that the question was one to be decided not 
| by the Chair, but by the House. Gentlemen who 
| were members 6f the twehty-ninth Congress will 
| recollect the case of the charge made in a news- 


L’OCCIDENT.” 


| paper by Mr. Heiss against a member from Massa- 
chosetis, (Mr. Hudson.] That gentleman brought 
the question before the House. The same point 
of order was made then that is now made by the 
gentleman from Tennessee, (Mr. Jones,] and the 
| question was submitted to the House whether it 
was or was nota question of privilege. During 





| the thirtieth Congress, gentlemen who were mem- 
| bers of that body will recollect that a gentleman 


from Massachusetts rose in his place and stated 


certain charge, or 
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When, therefore, the papers were found | 
circulating among the people of Oberlin, a good deal of Incal | I 


ne department, | 
Cole Warren made full inquiry into the matter. but could | 


Thus the matter rested until || 


If the official files | 


And it | 


Representatives that he | 


As regards the question | 


July § 
Seamaster 
raised a certain suspicion, against a member of the 
House. The question was put to the House 
| whether this was a question of privilege. Th, 
| gentleman from Ohio (Mr. Gippines] now brings 
| orward an article made in a newspaper againg, 








the member himself—charging him, as the news. 
paper states, and as the gentleman states, with » 
high offence. Following the precedents to which 
reference has been made, the Chair rules that it 
is for the House to decide whether the case pre. 
sented by the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Gip. 
|| DINGS] is a question of privilege or not. 

|} Mr. TOOM BS appealed from the decision of the 
|| Chair. He did so, he said, because he knew of 
no other mode of getting at a judgment except | 


| 
| 


1 
| 
j 


an appeal. He knew, he said, that the predecesgo, 
of the present Speaker of the House evaded the 
question in the same way, and with reference to 
|| the same gentleman. The rules of the Hose 
|| provided that when a question. was made, it should 
|| be decided by the Chair. The Speaker’ was the 
organ of the House. He was to decide in the firs; 
|| instance, and the House would overrule his decis. 
|| ion if it was wrong. Butthe idea that the House 
were a tribunal, independent of the action of the 
Chair, to which any member might submit a 
question which he might declare to be a question 


|| of privilege, and by means of which character 
|| precedence was to be given to it over all other 
|| business, was a doctrine to which he (Mr. T) 
could not assent. If it was declared that it 
was not the province of the Speaker to decide 
prima fucie 
Mr. ALLEN interposed, and, addressing the 
Speaker, inquired whether the appeal was deba. 
table. He(Mr. A.) had no objection to the debate 
| proceeding if it was in order. 
| The SPEAKER. The appeal is debatable. 
| Mr. WENTWORTH referred to the case of 
| Mr. Sawyer and the correspondent of the *'Iri. 
\| bune,’’ of which the House had taken cognizance, 
|| as involving the same principle upon which the 
|| House was now called to decide. 
Mr. TOOMBS, in support of his appeal, stated 
|| that the privileges of members of this House were 
| defined by the Constitution. The definition was 
|| clear and distinct. If we are to leave this plain 
| guide, the various constructions of what is 








‘| and what is not privilege, will lead to inter- 
minable confusion. He referred to the practice 
in the British Parliament, which allowetl a wide 
latitude to these questions of privilege. But here 
the Constitution of the United States distinctly de- 
fines.the privileges of members. The clause to 
which he referred, reads as follows: 

“They shall, in all cases, except treason, felony, and 
|| breach of the peace, be privileged from arrest during heir 
|| attendance at the session of their respective Houses, and in 
|| going to and returning from the same; and for any speech 
|| or debate in either House they shall not hg questioned in 
|| any other place.” 

He repelled the idea that any member shall be 
allowed to raise a question of privilege, whenever 
he was assailed by the newspaper writers. He 
expressed his opinion that there was scarcely to 
be found a single member of the House who had 
not been impugned by these writers, either in his 
conduct or his motives. We have no other rule 
| by which to determine questions of privilege, but 
|| that contained in the clause of the Constitution 
which he had read. He knew of no other privi- 
leges enjoyed by members, than those which were 
specified in thisclause. The gentleman from Ohio 
had not been arraigned, his conduct had not been 
| called in question, for any ‘speech or debate’’ in 
the House. He had not been arrested. With refer- 
lence to these newspaper attacks, he was entitled 
| to no privilege which was not common to all the 
‘| members. When he was assailed in this manner, 
he could, resort to the courts of law. They were 
open to him, as they were open to all. This 
House ought to assume no jurisdiction in cases 
which do not come within the meaning of thecon- 
stitutional provision. We have none of these ex- 
clusive privileges which belong to the members of 
the British Parliament. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, (Mr. Toomss 

ielding the floor,) desired to ask the gentleman 
rom Georgia, under which clause of the Consti- 
tution, or what construction of privilege, the #p- 
pointment of a select committee to inquire into 
the panne of the Secretary of War was war- 
ranted. 5 

Mr. TOOMBS replied, that the select committee 
had not been raised on any question of privilege, 
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butat the expressed desire of the Secretary him- | the entleman from Georgia, [Mr. Toomss, 


self The privileges of members are sufficiently 
defined by the Constitution, 


« chartered libertine,’’ had increased to an extent 

reatly to be condemned; but he saw no ground 
on which any member could claim exemption from 
the assaults of the press, while all the other mem- 
bers were left exposed to them. 

He referred toa case to show that the British Par- | 
liament brought within the range of privilege, ques- | 
tions which we could not entertain as such; because | 
the privileges of members of Parliament are unde- 
foed. The British Parliament does not define the 

rivileges of its members; while oars are clearly 
defined by the Constitution, which clearly states | 
in what particular cases protection is deemed ne- | 
cessary. 


As to this practice of assailing members of Con- | 


ess, it was not confined to Boston. The press | 
throughout the whole country assumed the liberty | 


of impugning the acts and motives of individuals, || House. 
and exercised it to a degree sO unwarranted as to || 
call for the interposition either of law or of the | 


horsewhip. The newspaper press libels every- 
body. He knew of no one who was exempt from 
abuse. But in this case there is no charge that 


any member of the House had been called to ac- || 
count for any thing done by him during his attend- | 

ouse. The House could not interpose | 
its power in punishing these attacks on individual | 
members for acts which were committed out of |! 


ance in the 


doors, without violating the Constitution. If the 
House takes on itself the right to define what are 


the privileges of its members, it must keep within || 


the limits of the Constitution, and shape its pro- 
visions in accordance with it. 

Mr. BAKER made some remarks in support of 
the appeal, because he looked on it as the only 
way to get a decision of the House on the subject. 
He hoped that the Hfouse and the Chair would 
indicate that there was no way of preventing these 


assaults by newspaper writers, on the principle || 
laid down by the gentleman from Georgia. Right- | 
fully or wrongfully, the press will take the liberty | 


to interfere with our proceedings, both here and at 
home. Hecontended that the House had nothing 


todo with matters relating only to a dispute be- | 
tween an individual and the press. While he | 
would, at all times, be ready and very glad to hear | 


any explanation which the gentleman from Ohio 
might feel himself called on to offer, he would be 
strongly opposed to the appointment of a commit- 


tee, or to the action of the House upon it, as a | 


question of privilege. He objected to the House 
assuming the power to take cognizance of cases 
of this character. He could not see the necessity 
for the interference of the House, in every case in 
which an individual considers that his character 


has been implicated by aslander on the part of the | 


newspaper press. 


He referred to the proceedings of the House in | 


the case of Mr. Sawyer, who was Jampooned by 
a letter-writer in the New York Tribune. Mr. 
Sawyer was charged with a breach of good man- 
ners, during the session of the House, perhaps a 
breach of good taste. [Here there was a sort of 
side exclamation of ‘ Sausages.” 
did go into proceedings in this case. But there 
was a clear distinction to be drawn between the 
case of Mr, Sawyer and that now under considera- 
tion. Then there was a chargé against a member 
for an act committed while the House was in ses- 
sion, and the individual who brought forward the 
charge was a letter-writer who had been admitted 
to the privilege of the floor, and, while enjoying 
this privilege, had writtew and published this 
charge; and this was the reason why the House 
permitted an investigation of this charge. The 

was, therefore, a plain distinction between the 


— of Mr. Sawyer and that now under consider- 
ation. 


_He concluded with declaring that he had every | 
isposiion to give the gentleman from Ohio an | 


Opportunity to defend himself against the charge 
which had been made against him in any way in 
which he could do se with propriety. But he 
could not consent to take up the matter as a vio- 
lation of any of the privileges of members of this 
House, believing, with the, gentleman from Geor- 
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He-conceded that | er this was a question of privilege; and if it were | 
the libe'ous tendency of the newspaper press, that || 


The House 


Li | shall oceupy a seat in this House; and if he is 
the Chair must, in the first place, determine wheth- || or guilty of the crime charged against him, 
| he will vacate his seat. 
not decided to be a question of prwilege, as the gen- Mr. HILLIARD resumed. Suppose a charge 
| tleman from Ohio considered itto be, the gentleman || were to be brought against the gentleman from 
could not go on, but could at once be compelled to || some other irresponsjble quarter, should the 
take his seat. While he appreciated the delicacy of || House take jurisdiction of that? And if another 
the Speaker in declining to construe the privilegeof |, still were made, In the same way, should the 
a member of the House, and in referring the ques- || House investigate that, and so on? He submitted 
| tion to the decision of the House, it was obvious || there must be a sense of dignity on the part of 
+ that until the Chair made a preliminary decision, || the House, which could sustain itself without 
| there could be no subsequent decision made by || responding to every floating charge. A member 
the House. Whatever the decision of the Chair || of Congress should stand upon his dignity, poised 
| might be upon the question, it would then be for || upon his reputation, and not condescend to no- 
| the House to acquiesce in it, or, if appeal were || tice, much less ask the House to notice, all the 
| taken, to determine the question, Shall the de- || newspaper charges made against him. 
| cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the || He repeated, he sympathized with the gentle- 
House? ' man from Ohio in the indignation which he felt. 
But over and above this, he entirely concurred | But they. would never escape such investigations 
| with his friend from Georgia in his opinion that || if they entered into them upon all the charges 
/ made against each member. 


| this was not a question to be considered by the 
He sympathized with the gentleman || He submitted, therefore, that the gentleman 

from Ohio in the indignation which he felt against | from Georgia was right in insisting that the Chair 
|| the author of the charge, whoever he might be; | decide in the first instance. It was equally right 
| but although it was a matter which affected their || that the House should determine whether it was 
| sensibilities, it was not, in his opinion, one on || a question of privilege upon an appeal taken. As 
|| which the power of the House could be brought || he believed there was not a desire to protract de- 
to bear. It was an anonymous publication, he || bate, and as he believed this would be the senti- 
understood; no one was responsible for it; the || ment of the House, he would move to lay the 
House were called to raise a select committee to || whole subject on the table. If, however, the gen- 
look into a publication made by an anonymous || teman from Ohio wished to speak, and if he could 
person, because it happened to relate to a member, yield the floor to him, he would withdraw the 
of this House! He hoped the House would rise || motion with great pleasure. 
to a sense of its dignity—of its character. If the Mr. MORSE addressed the Chair. 
charge had been made by an officer of one of the The SPEAKER. The motion of the gentle- 
departments—by a person in direct contact with || man from Alabama [Mr. Hiciiarp] can only be 

the Government—it might then present a proper || made with reference to the appeal from the decis- 
subject for investigation; but the publication being | ion of the Chair; because that is now the only 
| merely anonymous ' || question before the House. The motion, there- 

Mr. SWEETSER interposed, and *(the floor || fore, affects the appeal only. . 

|| being yielded for explanation) said that this right || Mr. HILLIARD. Then upon the question of 
| of privilege or courtesy, whatever it might be, that || the appeal, I move the previous question. — 
was extended to members of Congress, was not Mr. McCLERNAND (who was recognized by 
extended to them alone. This charge imputed to || the*Chair) appealed to the gentleman from Alea- 
his colleague that in the exercise of the right con- || bama [Mr. Hritiarp] to withdraw the motion. 
|| ceded to him of examining the public papers, he Mr. GIDDINGS addressed the Chair. 
| had extracted papers from the department. Now, Some conversation followed. 
| he put the case to the gentleman from Alabama, The SPEAKER said that if the demand for 
_if a member of the profession to which he (Mr. || the previous question was withdrawn, the gentle- 
S.) belonged—if a lawyer who had the right—not || man from I!linois, [Mr. McCierwanp,} who had 
conceded to other citizens—of access in all the | been recognized by the Chair, would be entitled to 
courts in which he practiced, to have access to.|| the floor. Does the gentleman from Alabama 
|| the papers should be guilty of abstracting such | (continued the Speaker, addressing Mr. Hit- 
LIARD,) withdraw the demand for the previous 
question? 


i} 
| 


it 


tt 





|| papers, he submitted whether he would be left to 
| the ordinary punishment for larceny only? The : ; 
/ gentleman from Alabama knew very well that in Mr. HILLIARD. 1 do not withdraw it. 
_such a case the court would take summary pro- || Mr. McCLERNAND. Will notthe gentleman 
| cess and expel him at once. It seemed to him | withdraw the motion for a few moments? 1 will 
|| that this was a similar case. pledge myself to renew it. : 
Mr. HILLIARD said that the remark of the Mr. HILLIARD -declined to withdraw the 

gentleman related to the coursé which it would be | motion. : : 
| proper for the House to pursue if it took cogni- Several voices. Then vote it down. 
|| zance of the question, and if the charge was found Mr: BURT was understood to say, that as he 
| to be true. e(Mr. H.) admitted that the House || had not been in his seat at the moment the gentle- 
| might make such a disposition of the subject as | man from Ohio, (Mr. Gippines) brought this mat- 
| the gentleman from Ohio, by way of analogy, had | ter to the attention of the House, he (Mr. B.) 
| suggested, and if they believed that any member || wished to know whether the article had been 
of the House had been guilty of conduct such as || written by any reporter or letter-writer— 
|| required his expulsion, they could make an inves- || The SPEAKER, (interposing.) {tis not in order 
'| tigation, because that was a matter which affected | now to make any remarks or inquiries upen the 
t the dignity of the body itself, He could not, how- || eg 
|, ever, believe that this House was called upon to || he SPEAKERMRhen put the question, “Is 
|| investigate irresponsible charges made by an anon- || there a second to the demand for the previous 
|| ymous person. In the case citéd by the gentle- || question?” 
! man, the court would, as the gentleman had stated, || The vote was—ayes 65, noes 63. 
|| have the right, by a summary remedy, to protect | Mr. BOYD called for tellers, (who were ordered.) 
| itself and remove from the bar the offending mem- || Messrs. Woon, of Ohio, and Crmeman, of 
| ber; and this House had the same right of privi- | North Carolina, were appointed. 

| lege in a similar case. But a court would not allow || And the vote having been again taken, stood— 
} its time to be-consumed in investigating charges | ayes 59, noes 68. 
|| made against a member of the bar by an irrespon- || So the House refused to second the demand for 
| sible person. || the previous question. — 

Mr. SWEETSER. That is the precise ques-| The question recurring on the appeal— 

tion which my colleague desires to bring to the Mr. McCLERNAND resumed the floor. The 
attention of the House. He is charged through eee he said, presents itself in two aspects: 
| the public newspapers with having extracted _ first, as a question of privilege; and, secondly, as 
public documents from the departments. As a || a question of propriety or order—— : 

member of this Congress he desires to submit to || r. JONES, (interposing.) I rise to a question 
the House whether he is fit to occupy a seat on ‘| oforder. The appeal before the House is wpon 
| this floor, which would be a question as long as | the question, whether the Speaker shall decide 








| 
| 








gia, that the House could not take cognizance of || this charge remained against him uninvestigated. || this question to bea question of privilege,ornot. | 
e subject consistently with its constitutional ob- | I have no doubt that he is willing to go the whole } submit to the Chair that as this appeal charges 
| 


tions. 
- HILLIARD gaid he entirely concurred with 


\ length and breadth of the case, and submit to the | nothing, it does not open the merits of the quee- 
|) decision of the House the question whether he | tion to debate. 
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The SPEAKER. Ino the opinion of the Chair, | extent—no further. The Chair would not enter- 


the question is only debatable so far as it relates 
to the propriety of the decision of the Chair. The 
merits of the question are not open to debate of 
the appeal. The debate must be confined to the 
prouries of the decision of the Chair. 

Nat, 





tain every motion which a member might think 
proper to say was a question of privilege; but it 
is the duty of the Chair to see that the matter re- 
lates to the privileges either of the House, or of a 
member of the House. 
ceCLERNAND. That is to say, whether || under the precedents, the Speaker holds it to be 


When it does so, then, 


it ia competent for the Chair to take jurisdiction of } his duty to entertain it as a question of privilege, 


the motion as a question of privilege? 
The SPEAKE 


privilege, or shall decide that question himself. 
Mr. McCLERNAND. 

point I have nothing to say. 
Mr. McC..took his seat. 


Mr. HARRIS, of Illinois, said, he had a singic | 
word tosay. He thought it was proper that the | 


Chair should submit the question to the decision 
of the House—for the reason that it was the House 


question, not the member from Ohio, [Mr. Gip- 
mines.| This consideration would govern the 


voie he (Mr. H.) should give in favor of submit- | 


ting the question to the House, as it was one that 
involved the character of the body. If there was 


R. Whether the Speaker shall || 
submit tothe House whether this is a question of || 


| to the extent of submitting it to the House, wheth- 
er it is a question of privilege or net, as was 
done in the cases cited in the 29th and 30th Con- 
|| gress. 

ell, sir, upon that 


Mr. BURT. The Chair has stated his reasons. 
I should be very glad if he would inform the House 
whether an appeal was not taken from a decision 
similar to that the Speaker has this morning made, 
when the gentleman from Massachusetts had the 


|| honor to preside over the House, and what was 
8 | | the vote on that appeal ? 
itself that was concerned in the decision of the |, 


Mr. WINTHROP said, with the permission of 


|| the honofable member from South Carolina and 


of the House, he would state that an appeal from 
a similar decision was made by the gentleman 


| from Virginia, the present chairman of the Com- 


Otten Lente ek Mae die oe al || mittee of Ways and Means, and withdrawn upon 
mber a en guilty of the act | 


charged against the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. | 


a precisely similar explanation to that now made 


| by the Chair, in which he (Mr. W.) cordially 


Gippines,} the House ought to know it; and when || acquiesced. 


any charge of this kind was made, it was compe- || 


The SPEAKER announced the question upon 


tent, in his (Mr. H.’s) judgment, for a member to || the motion to lay on the table. 


submit it to the House, If the House should de- | 


Tellers were asked and ordered, and Mr. Sre- 


cide that, in its judgment, the charge was true, or," vens, of Pennsylvania, and Mr. Jones were ap- 


if it came in such a shape as that, if true, it would 
competent for the House to say so; and it was no 
body. 


House alone, to decide. Entertaining this view, 
he should vote accordingly. 


Mr. VAN DYKE moved that the appeal be laid || 


on the table, and asked the yeas and nays on that 
motion. - 
Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, appealed to the 
gentieman from New Jersey [Mr. Van Dyke] to 
withdraw the motion. 
Mr. VAN DYKE declined to withdraw. 


Speaker. It was understoo 


to be, whether a mo- 


tion would be in order that the gentleman from | 
Ohio [Me. Gippinas] have leave to make-an ex- || 


planation ? 


gentleman from Ohio can make an explanation. 
Mr. BAKER. 
be given. 
Objection was made. 
The SPEAKER. 
gentleman can proceed only by unanimous con- 
sent: The question, therefore, is on the motion 
ef the gentleman from New Jersey, [Mr. Van 
Dyxe,} that the appeal be leid upon the table. 
And (continued the Speaker) before that ques- 
tion is put, the Chair will state its decision. The 


\| but a few minutes. 
The SPEAKER. By unanimous consent, the | 


It is objected to, and the |! 


| question was debatable. 


Y || pointed. 
detract from the character of the member, jt was | 


The question was taken, and the tellers reported 


: \ || ayes 102. 
part of the business of the Speaker to determine a | 


question involving the honor and character of the | 


It was a question for the House, and the || was deciled in the affirmative. 


A count of the negative not being insisted upon— 
The SPEAKER announced that the question 


The appeal was therefore laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER stated that the point now re- 
curred to be decided by the House, whether the 
question should be received as a question of privi- 


|| lege. 


Mr. TOOMBS. _I should like to know how the 
question is submitted. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will submit it to 


|| the House precisely as it was submitted in the 
Mr. BAKER desired to a an inquiry to the | 


twenty-ninth Congress. The question decided 


| then was, whether or not the case presented in- 


volved a question of privilege. 

Mr. ALLEN said, he would detain the House 
He rejoiced that the sense of 
justice of this House had induced them to reject 


, __ || the demand for the previous question. 
I hope unanimous consent will || 


| the question before the House? 


Mr. JONES interposed, and inquired what was 


The SPEAKER replied that the question was 
whether the subject brought before the House in- 
volved a question of privilege. 

Mr. JONES inquired if that was a debatable 
question? It was a question of priority of busi- 
ness, and under the rules, as he understood them, 


| must be decided—whether by the House or by 
: || the Speaker—without debate. 

gentieman from Ohio [Mr. Gippiyes] rose to a || 
question of privilege, and produced before the | 


The SPEAKER said, the Chair thought the 
It was for the House to 


House a statement from a newspaper, charging || consider and decide whether it was a question of 
upon him a high offence. He submitted it as a | privilege. 


question of privilege. 
cussed the appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
have considered the questigg with reference to the 


privileges of a member of the House. Upon the 


question of appeal, the question whether it is a | 


question of privilege or not, is not, in the opinion 
of the Chair, involved. But the Chair did not en- 
tertain the motion as involving the privilege of a 
member, not the privilege of the House. An ar- 
ticle, contained in a newspaper, against a member 
of the House, does not, in the opinion of the 
Chair, violate the privileges of a member of the 


House, but it is a question involving the privileges | 
one of its | 


_ 


of the House, as to the conduct of 
members. And if the question were submitted 
whether an anonymous communication in a news- 
paper was a question of privilege or not, that is 
not a question for the Chair to decide. The extent 
to which the Chair has made any decision is this: 
that where a member rises on this floor, and brings 
before the House a matter involving a question of 
privilege, either as regards a member of the House 
or the House itself, the question must be enter- 
tained by the Chair, and submitted to the House 
to determine whether it is a question of privilege 


or not. The decision of the Chair goes to this |' gentleman from Ohio to meet them. 


Gentlemen who have dis- || 





| other questions would still remain o 





Mr. ALLEN (resuming) said, he rejoiced that 


|| the motion for the previous question, made upon 
| this side of the House, after several gentlemen 
| opposed to admitting the question of privilege 


of the gentleman from Ohio. and before any friend 


|| of that gentleman had had the opportunity of 


speaking in his behalf—had not been seconded. 


|| He rejoiced that the sense of justice of the House 
|| prevailed, and the previous question was refused. 


Mr. HILLIARD (the floor being yielded by 


Mr. A. for explanation) said he was sure that the 
| gentleman from Massachusetts did not desire to 


misstate the matter. He (Mr. H.) had moved 
the previous question on the appeal from the 
Speaker's decision. Ifthe previous question were 
seconded, and the appeal were passed upon, the 
n as they 
now were. When he had moved the previous 
question, he had explicitly stated that he would 
withdraw it, if he could give the floor to the gen- 


|| tleman from Ohio. 


Mr. ALLEN (resuming) insisted that several 


\| gentlemen having spoken on the other side of the 
sprain, the gentleman from Alabama and_ the 


ouse should have allowed the friends of the 





He proceeded to say, that he was so 
surprised that the iilinan from Georgia, (Me 
Toomss,] who had himself presented the applies. 
tion to this House for an investigation into the 
conduct of the Secretary of War—an investigation 
founded upon apeeperet reports and common 
rumor merely—should be the first to rise in his 
seat, and resist an investigation touching a point 
involying not only the character of a member of 
this House, but the character of the body itsels 
There could be no question, he apprehended, thy: 
the House had the power to investigate this mar. 
ter; and the assumption of the opposite, carried 
members to this length, that no matter how grave q 
charge was made against members of this House— 
no matter by what proof sustained, if it was no 
for words spoken in debate, this House could no; 
investigate it. He contended that if a charge was 
made against a member of the House, touching 
his official duty, or growing out of his official acis 
and relations, of such a character that, if sus. 
tained, it would require them to purge themselves 
by the expulsion of the member, it was not only 
their right, but their duty to have an investiva. 
tion, And the only question was, whether the 
charge came in such a form to be worthy of the 
ear and of the attention of the House. Now, he 
submitted that the charge did come in such a form 
as, in his judgment, authorized and required the 
appointment of a select committee to examine the 
facts, not to occupy weeks and months in the in. 
vestigation, as the select committee upon the con- 
duct of the head of one of the departments had 
done, but to institute a reasonable examination of 
facts, to enable the House to decide whether it 
was their duty to expel the member or to acquit 
him. This charge came from a paper having a 
circulation throughout the country, and not alone 
from an influential paper in Boston, but it had 
been published in one in New York, and he knew 
not how many others had circulated it. He un- 
derstood—he spoke here without proof—but he 
appealed to the knowledge of many members on 
his side of the House, whether this charge had 
not only been made and repeated by the public 
press, but whether it had not been circulated from 
member to member in private conversation, not 
for a few days only, but for weeks and months, 
for he (Mr. A.) had been told by a member of 
this House, that, in company with other mem- 
bers, he had heard this charge repeated weeks and 
months ago. It had also gone abroad to all parts 
of the United States, and was calculated to pro- 
duge an unfavorable impression upon the gentle- 
men; and thus, if uncontradicted, or, if it should 
prove true, reprobated by the House, to injure the 
character of this body. 

He hoped that an investigation would go for- 
ward. He hoped, that having, after a laborious 
investigation by a committee, been occupied fora 
week or ten days upon the investigation of a mat- 
ter touching the conduct of the ey of War 
—a matter not so closely connected with his public 
duties as was this with the duties of the gentle- 
man from Ohio, as a member of the House—they 
would now have as much regard for the honor of 
a member of the House, and of the House itself. 

Mr. JONES interposed, and made the point of 
order, that the question before the Flouse was 
whether the gentleman from Ohio had risen toa 
question of privieges that that was the only ques- 
tion for the House to decide; and that this debate 
touching the merits of the charge made upon the 
gentleman from Ohio was not in order. 

The SPEAKE® stated thatthe question was, 
whether the matter should be considered as in- 
volving a question Of privilege, and requested the 
gentleman from Massachusetts to confine himself 
to that point simply. 

Mr. ALLEN 6 OY that whether it was 
a question of privilege depended in some degree 
upon the nature of the charge that had been made; 
but to accommodate himself to the views of the 
gentleman from Tennessee, he would endeavor to 
confine his remarks to the question directly before 
the House. He would not further trespass upon 
time of the House, exceft to add a single werd. 

The apprehension which had been expressed, 
that if they took jurisdiction of this charge they 
might be occupi by one charge after another, he 
hoped, would not deter them from an investiga- 
a of this charge and eee the a 

nd character of th ouse, in all cases. hie 
‘trusted that no aida Wath “ast vn “honor of the 
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House against a little time. He expressed the be- 
jief, however, that such a course—of promptly 
necting such charges—would not conduce toa 
yasteoftime. Efe did not ask the House to in- 
gestigate every charge which might be thrown out 
cainst individuel members; it might be left to the 
pre cha:acter and standing of members to 
shake off imputations in most cases. But where 
it was directly charged that a member had availed 
himself’ of the privilege of a member of Congress 
feloniously, fraudulently to abstract papers from 
one of the departments, it constituted a matter 
which involved the reputation of the House, and 
should be investigated. 2 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, he rose to state an 
opinion, rather than go into an argument. In one 
aspect there was no doubt in his mind but that 
the point made by the member from Ohio, (Mr. 
Gwpnes,] was a question of privilege—a matter 
affecting the privileges of the House. What were 

e facts? 

a appeared that some anonymous correspondent 
of the “* Boston Atlas,’’ in a communication pub- 
lished in that paper, had charged the gentleman 
from Ohio, with having abstracted certain papers 
from the archives of the Post Office Department— 
in other words, with having committed a felony, 
for which the accused might be judicially tried and 
punished. . ; ; 

Now, this was an imputation against the gentle- 
man from Ohio as a private individual—it was an 
accusation impeaching him in his private and not 
in his public capacity; and as such was not cog- 
nizable as a question of privilege. The gentleman 
from Ohio was left, in that particular, to pursue his 

remedy in a court of justice, where full redress 
could be obtained if the imputation was libelous, 
as doubtless it was. A different rule would make 
any one liable to the order and authority of this 
House who might do any personal injury to the 
person, property, or character of a member, 
which is not to be thought of. 

But what next? The correspondent not only 
charges the gentleman from Ohio with abstract- 
ing papers from the Post Office Department, with 
a felonious intent, but he also charges him with 
having knowingly frauked these papers under cover 
to Oberlin, Ohio. Here a secpnd offence was 
charg@d, which does in fact involve a question of 
privilege—a second offence, because the use of 
the franking privilege under such circumstances 
was an abuse and prostitution of the privilege—a 
violation of the law which conferred the privilege. 
Upon this ground Mr. McC. would vote to decide 
the point raised by the gentleman from Ohio to be 
a ae of privilege. 

t had been stated, however, that the charges 
preferred against the gentleman from Ohio were 
unvouched—were irresponsible. Not so. It 
was true that the charges were over an anonymous 
signature, but it was equally true that they had 
been published; and the publisher of the paper, 
the “ Atlas,’? was responsible for the publication. 
By publishing the charges he adopted them; they 
became his act, for which he is justly and legally 
liable. He repeated, therefore, that he would treat 
the matter as a question of privilege. 

Mr. MORSE did not think time would be 
misspert in discussing to some extent this subject 
of privilege. He had heretofore had occasiof to 
look into it. He thought there had grown up in 
this country, with reference to this subject of priv- 
ilege, one of the mogt monstrous abusesof power 
in legislative bodies of which he had ever known. 
He would not, with the gentleman from Iilinois, 
(Mr. McCuerwanp,} undettake to discuss the 
question, whether this charge was from a_re- 
sponsible source or not, or whether it was against 
the gentieman from Ohio in his official or in his 
es capacity. He said that if the charge had 
een made by a member of this House in his offi- 
cial capacity, it would be no breach of privilege, 
and this House had no authority to bring any man 
in America before its bar to answer to a self-con- 
stituted tribunal, as it would be, for a breach of 
Privilege, and punish him. If the author of that 
article had done more, if he had met the gentleman 
from Ohio on Pennsylvania avenue and cadgeled 
him, it would have been no breach of the privilege 
of a member of this House. He held with the gen- 
tleman from enue fo Toomss,] and he went 
far beyond him: the Constitution of the United 
States had secured tomembers of Congress exemp- 
4on from artestand irresponsibility for words spo- 
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accorded to them, 
of enabling to discharge their 
: but this House could not judge and 


fa member of the House was subpenaed 


before a petty justice of the peace, he had the right 

to plead that he was privileged from arrest, and || 
that wasa question of law which the justice of |) 
the peace, or any other officer before whom he ] 
might be arraigned, would decide; and whether | of the Secretary of War. 
the decision was right or wrong, this House had || was made as a constitutional right—when it was 
no right to constitute itself into a legal tribunal to || 
punish such officer for contempt. 
his return home, he were to ve arrested, and brought || 
before a legal tribunal: he should exhibit before || 
the judge his certificate of election, and plead the 

privileges expressly secured to him as a member || be his duty to resist it. 
of Congress in the discharge of his duties, repre- || 
senting seventy thousand of his fellow-citizens, || league [Mr. GrwpiNes)} has called the attention 
and should demand a release—and the judge would || of the House to an article in the ‘* Boston Atias,’’ 
probably grant it upon the hearing of the facts. l 


Suppose, on 


But suppose the judge, from some reason or other, || 
was not satisfied that he wasa member of Congress, || 
or, being satisfied, chose to continue him in arrest: || 
there seemed*to be growing the idea that upon || 
such a state of facts, this House could send for || 
the judge, bring him up, constitute themselves || 
into a tribunal for his trial, hear evidence, ransack || 
the country, and bring persons and papers from | 
all parts of it, and punish the judge. There was | 
no such power conferred upon them by the Con- || 

\| 


stitution. 
This House had no more right to arrogate it to || 
such prerogatives than had the members of a || 


jockey club, or the crowd who attended a horse || 


race. They had the right to put out of the Hall || 
those who should disturb the proceedings of the 

body, and they had the other privileges to which || 
he had referred; but he had yet to find one line in || 





anonymous attack in @ en or that the dig- 
nity of the body had suffered by such an attack, 
he would be the last man to refuse such an inves- 
ligation. And if the gentleman from Ohio would 
rise in his place and say that he felt his character 
had been injured, and that he asked an investiga- 
tion at the hands of the House, he (Mr. M.) 
would very likely vote, asa favor, to accord such 
an investigation to hint, as he had done in the case 
But when the demand 


contended that whenever a member might have 
been charged by a newspaper with crime, misde- 
meaner, or other offence, the House was to organ- 
ize itself into a court of justice, to send for per- 
sons and papers, and to try that issue, he felt it to 


Mr. SWEETSER said, Mr. Speaker, my col- 


which imputes to him a grave charge; if true, an 
offence which should expel him from this Hall, 
and render him infamous among men. 

The charge is, that my colleague, availing him- 
self of a right which he has as a member of Con- 
gress, had access to the official files of the Post 
Office Department, and whilst in possession of the 
papers in relation to the post office at Oberlin, 
Ohio, he surreptitiously extracted certain papers 
therefrom, which have been sentto Oberlin, un- 
der his official frank, contrary to the wishes of 
the Post Office Department, and in violation of the 
confidence which his official station conferred. 

This is'a grave charge, and one, if true, which 
renders my colleague unworthy of either private 
or public confidence, and should expel him a 
this Hall. The object of my colleague in calling 
the attention of the House to the charge, is doabt- 
less to have the House vindicate itself by prompt 


the Constitution which extended the power and || action, in ascertaining the truth of the charge and 


privileges of this House one inch further. 

But it was said they owed it to the dignity of || 
the House to examine into the case when any one || 
of its members was assailed. He apprehended || 
if the House was satisfied that one of its mem- || 
bers had done a thingeunworthy of a member of || 
this body, and of its own accord saw fit to ex- || 
amine and punish him, they had the power; but 
that was a very different thing from lending itself 
to every miserable charge of an editor, to be fol- | 
lowed, perhaps, by sending to Boston or New 
York to bring persons and papers. He hoped 
the character of the gentleman from Ohio was 
such—he had no reason to doubt it, and he hoped 
the character Of every other member of the House 
was sufficiently clear and pure from every public 





imputation—that he could regard with indifference || 


and scorn all the petty attacks of the newspaper 
press. He apprehended, with the gentleman from 


Georgia, that if they wéfe thus to extend the limits || 


of their power and privilege, and lend themselves 
to these inquisitions, they would have little else to | 
do, and the friends of California would look long | 
and anxiously for any action of Congress on that 
subject; and he did not know but those who were 
opposed to acting upon her admission might vote 
to institute investigations singulatim, seriatim, and 
indioduatim, into the charges and slanders which 
might be found against each member, in the public 


press throughout the country. The House had |: 


no such power. He hoped the occasion would be | 
taken to ascertain and lay down the limits to this 
monstrous do¢trine of privileges. 

A member was not responsible for words spoken 
in debate. What was the meaning of this? He 
could not be sued, or brought before a tribunal to | 
answer for them. Wherever he was sued, the 
judge would see whether. the words were spoken 
in the proper and legitimate discharge of his du- 
ties, or whether he had taken advantage of his | 
official position to slander any person. In this 
way the quo animo would be ascertained, and 
whatever decision the court might arrive at, the 
House had nothing todo with it. This was one 
of those doctrines which had been enforced by the 
English Parliament—the highest tribunal on the | 
other side of the water—and which, without | 
thyme or reason, had been ingrafted upon the | 
institutions of Republican America in this legisla- | 
tive ¢ 

He disclaimed being actuated by any unkind 
feelings toward the tleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Grwores.]' If he (Mr. M.) believed that the 
character of that gentleman had suffered by an 











|| purging itself from an unworthy and erminal 


member; or if the charge should prove false 
and malicious, to visit the offender with such pun- 
ishment as is known to belong to parliamentary 
bodies. 

The ground has been assumed and argued, 
that the articlealluded to does not bring the case 


within the provisions of the Constitation, which 
| defines and enumerates the privileges of the 


members: of this House. The Constitution does 


|| define the privileges of the members of this 
| House, and it is true that this case dues not come 
|| within the purview of the enumerated privi- 


leges. 

It is also true that the Constitution. nowhere 
enumerates or defines the privileges of this House; 
and it follows that this House has all the rights, 
immunities, and privileges, as a legislative branch 


of the Government, that are known to belong and © 


appertain to parliamentary bodies in all civilized 
/ecountries. In the absence of any constitutional 
restriction, I maintain that this Houce, as a legis- 
| lative body, has all the rights, so far as the pro- 
| tection of itself and all its members are concerned, 
|as the British Parliament. There are certain in- 
| herent and necessary rights and privileges belong- 
| ing to all organized bodies, which are incident to 
| their organization, and cannot be withdrawn with- 
out destroying the existence of the body itself. 
Now the privilege of a member from arrest in 
| civil cases, and his imgnunity for words spoken 
'in debate, are personal, and relate to himself in 
| his individual capacity. When he convenes with 
| the members which are necessary to consiiute 
/a quorum, and an organization is effected, he 
| has, in addition to his personal privileges, the 


| 


|| privileges of the body of which he is an ele- 


ment, and the privileges of that body in Ms ag- 
| gregate —— Combine those great essential 
| rights of the whole constituency, and which be- 
| long only to the law-making power of a country, 
| it is that right and privelege that has been trenched 
| upon in this case; and it is for the House to deter- 
| mine in a given ease what action it wri take in 
| order to vindicate its character, or the character of 
| any member thereof; and in doing that, they fnay 
| look to the parliamentary law and usage for rules 

of action; if notas a source of power. — 

If any person or ns do an act which renders 
| a member of this House infamous and prostrates 
his influence, does not the act affect the privileges 
of this House? 

Are we bound to sit here with men who have 
violated the confidence which attaches to the sta- 





; Pte eet at Coe ite ee Thats Ae 4 


+ 





se 


SO a OG Gt SS AEE Ba TE BIS 


tien ala LES 


tion they occupy? In such a case, are not the 
rights of the consiituents of such a member as ef- 
iectually destroyed, as they would be if the mem- 
ber were actually incarcerated ina prison? It is 
true, that the imprisonment of one member would 





not prevent or break up the organization of the | 


House, but the imprisonment of enough to pre- 
vent the attendance of a quorum would. When- 
ever you destroy, or render useless, an essential 
element in the construction of any organized body, 

ou trench upon, and to some extent affect and in- 
jure that body as a whole; and the right of the 
whole body is affected, and can only be restored 
by manifesting its whole strength and action. 

i maintain, therefore, that this House owes it to 


iteelf, as a parliamentary body, to vindicate itself | 


and all its members from chargea which -render 
this body, or any of its members, infamous, and 
that have a direct tendency fo disparage its acts 
and doings beyond a common constiiuency. 


The exercise of any less power than may be ne- | 


cessary to accomplish that object, will fail to con- 
tinue this body in existence. I cannot conceive 
how gentlemen can consent to take upon them- 
selves the high responsibilities of Representatives, 
and not claim either for themselves, as for the 
body of which they form a part, all the rights 
known to be incident and necessary to all pariia- 
mentary bodies. 

No public man expects to escepe from having 
his acts perverted, and even misrepresented, and 
his character traduced; but he has a right to claim 
an exemption from infamous charges, and to call 
upon the body of which he is a member to stand 
forth in its own defence. I claim that right for 
my colleague, and nothing more; and | hope this 


Houre will take such action as will accomplish so | 
This charge may not affect || 


desirable an object. 
my colléague at home, and will not be believed 
generally. The effect upon him is not what | am 
contending for, 1 will never compromise in my 

rson those rights which appertain to the station 

hold. If I did, | should be unworthy of the con- 
atituency I represent. The character of a Repre- 
sentative of the people, is in part the right of this 
House, and the right of his constituents; and 
whenever I surrender that right, I will vacate my 
seat upon this floor. 

Mr. WOODWARD said, he was not present at 
the commencement of this discussion, and he 
might be about to present views which had already 
been urged in a satisfactory manner. He enter- 
tained a confident opinion on the question before 
the House. 
veers ago, and reflection had confirmed him in it. 
He maintained the position which he understood 
had been laid down by the gentleman from Geor- 

ia {Mr. Toomps) before he (Mr. W.) entered the 
Hall: that a member of Congress, as such, has no 
privileges, except what have been provided by the 
Constitution or by law. Parliamentary portions 
in favor of this body no more exist by construc- 
tion than do royal privileges in favor of the Pres- 
ident. The same princi; le that would sustain the 


law, and it was for the express purpose (and for 
no other purpose) of endowing the members of 
the Government with necessary privileges for the 
public good, and of protecting them in the enjoy- 
ment of those eveemathe exclusive legislative 
power within this Dist and other enumerated 
places, was conferred upon Congress. Indeed, for 
no other purpose was the District of Columbia 
created, Mr. Hamilton so says in the Federalist 
expressly. He says, that, for regulating the affairs 
of the people of the District, ** of course they 
would be allowed a local legislature of their own,”’ 
and Congress was expected to exert its power for 
no other purpose than to protect the members of 
the Government and the public property, control- 
ling the local legislation no further than might be 
neceesary for their purposes. And if it is deemed 
important that members of this body should pos- 
sess any particular privilege or exemption besides 
thdse mentioned in the Constitution, you should 
provide for it by law. Privileges are not to be 
put above law, because they are peculiar; on the 
contrary, their being peculiar is a reason why they 
should be construed strictly, even when created by 
law. Nor is the fact of their being peculiar any 
reason why they should be exempt from the ordi- 
nary course of Judicature, and from the maxim, 
or rather fundamental principle of liberty, which 


He had expressed that opinion two | 


| 
| 


i} 
; 









Houses. 1} 
| 


| cured to the humblest member of this body, and || 
| denied to him who stands in the place of king, || 
|| being the giver of all the high dignitaries of State? || 
|| Sir, (said Mr. W.,) I will state the reason why. || 


| politic, possessed of all his powers, wherever he be; 


|| in this District or out of it. 
| and yet he possesses all his functions as President. || 


\| officer. 








|| pose the body itself to annihilation, 


| resentatives except a quorum be present. 


| 


| 
} 
j 
| 
| 


| 


| privileges do not depend on the will of Congress | 


| 


| for their existence, nor could Congress abolish |) to-morrow. And wh 


SN 


separate legislative, judicial, and executive func- 
tions. They must be maintained lke all other 
privileges, and can claim no higher protection. And 
why should it be otherwise? 

But there are two privileges which were deemed || 
of such vital importance, that the Constitution | 
placed them beyond the reach of law, and the ex- | 
clusive power of Congress in this District. These | 





them. One is exemption of members from suit || 
or indictment, for anything said in debate;and the || 
other is exemption (except in specified cases) || 
from arrest during the session of their respective || 

Why was the last privilege deemed so sacred || 
as to be made the subject of a constitutional pro- ] 
vision? The heads of departments enjoy no such || 
exemption. Even the President, comprehending | 
in himself the whole of one of the great inde- 
‘ependent departments of the Government, has | 
no such privilege. Why was it so carefully se- || 





1] 


The President is, in his individuality, a body |, 


} 


He may be prisoner, || 


Even within the walls of a jail he could execute || 
every function of his office. Arrest or imprison- || 
ment could not deprive him of any of his faculties | 

So, too, with every cabinet |) 


asa public officer. 

But how different with the legislative |; 
departments of the Government. This House || 
has no official character or existence outside of || 
these walls, or whatever other place may, be desig- || 
nated by the law for its meeting. And, within 
the walls, it is powerless without a ‘ quorum.”? || 
Indeed there can be no Senate or House of Rep- | 
To | 
prevent the attendance of a member, therefore, is 
to endanger the very existence of these bodies. 

We all know that in times past, when compen- | 
sation was inconsiderable, and constituents indul- || 
gent, members of representative bodies were not |, 
prompt in attendance. Bodies had sometimes to 
wait several days te geta “‘quorum,”’ To per- || 
mit the arrest of a member, therefore, was to ex- || 
And the |, 
framers of the Constitution wisely provided against || 
the possibility of such an event, by exempting || 
members from arrest during the session of their |, 
respective Houses, - 

But, sir, (said Mr, W.,) weshould naturally have | 


|| expected that a privilege so peculiar, denied as it |, 
i is, to the highest dignities of State, even to the | charge of its duties. 1 would, for the people's 


| 





| 


| the fact. 
| its first form, provided, that members should be || 
one, would equally sustain the other. Privileges || 
not created by the Constitution must be created by || 


| extends to that period of time only, during which 
| that particular house to which he belongs, is in |, 


| President himself, would not be carried to a greater | 


extent, than was suppo@ed necessary to effect the | 
object of its creation; that is, to prevent the possi- 
ble annihilation of the legislative body. Such was | 
In the Convention, the Constitution in || 


exempt from arrest, during the session of Congress. 
The word “ Congress’’ was, on motion, stricken 
out, and the wonls ‘‘their respective Houses” 
‘ 2 6 1} 

were substituted, “So the privilege of a member | 
| 


H 





session. The Senate being in session is no foun- 

dation for the privilege of a member of this | 
House. The privilege is not held jointly by the 1 
members of both Houses, upon a condition com- || 
mon to both; but is held by the members of each 
irrespective of a condition peculiar to their own 
House. The session of each House confers the | 
privileges upon its own members, 

Whilst, therefore, the substitution of the words 
‘*their respective Houses’’ for the word * Con- 
gres,”’ shows that the privilege was noi referred 
to the whole period of the session of Congress; 
the word * respective ’’ shows that the privilege || 
was restricted to the time of the session of a par- 
ticular House. If this House and the Senate 
should adjourn at four o’clock this afternoon, 
neither House will be in session after that hour; |) 
and yet Congress, which is made up of both 
Houses, will be in session. Is this a contradic- 
tion? No, sir; for as I have stated, the session of 
Congress and the session of the two Houses, are 
different things; and of those two things, that one 
upon which the privilege inquestion depends, is 
the session of the Houses, and the privilege of 




















i 
hy 


|| us? You first assume privileges without autho 


| any cause whatever. 
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the member is “respective” of the ; 
that House to which ae and aya 
tion to the session of the other House, or of . 
gress, Gentlemen must not, therefore, (said . 
W.,) be surprised when I declare my conviej. 
that any member of this body is liable to a 7 
like other persons, the moment the House adjou 
though to-morrow, he could claim to be dian 
in time to attend the session that may take ple 
«4 y. should the Privilege » 
beyond this; if the object of its creation Was 
prevent the possible annihilation of the bods, 
Why should such a privilege in its greatest a2, 
plitude be made sacred to this body, and be whalt 
and absolutely denied to the other departments , 
the Government? . 
Sir, if the Constitution had not otherwise pro 
vided, any one of us would have been |iable to be 
arrested on this very floor, in your very presen 
for any cause that renders a private indiyidya) 
liable. And if it required positive law to Create 
this exemption in our favor, how much more 
would it require positive law to endow us with 
the power of bringing persons outside of this Hai 
into our’presence to answer for offences against 
r 
of law; you next arrogate jurisdiction to Denia 
the breach of those privileges, and in doing both 
these things, you are judges in your own case, 
Gentlemen have drawn a distinction between 
privileges of individual members and privileges of 
the body itself; and I admit that Congress has 
always recognized that distinction. But I unde. 
take to say that no such distinction is known tp 
our Constitution or laws. This House, as a body, 
has no privileges, in the strict sense of the term, 
We can punish a member for improper conduct, 
and, by a vote of two thirds, expel a member for 
But this is no matter of 
privilege; it is a jurisdiction, a faculty, expressly J 
conferred by the Constitution; and whether a mo. 
tion, at this time, to inquire. into the conduct of 


|| the honorable member from Ohio, with a view to 
| his punishment, can be entertained by the Chair, 


is a question that belongs properly to rules of pro- 
cédure; a question of priority in the order of 
business. 

I have said, that this House has no privileges, 
as g body. True, you can expel an intruder, and 
claim the exclusive possession of your Hall, But 
this is no prerogative; it is a right you enjoy in 
common with every man and every body of men 
in.christendom.. Every man’s house is his casile, 
and under his own protection. 

Sir, Lam not the enemy of the rights of this 
body. My inclination is to confer upon it every 
privilege necessary to render it secure in the dis 


sake, protect it against disturbance and intimida- 
tion, whether by force or other means. But there 
is no excuse for doing without law what can be 
done by law. And there is the least possible ex- 
cuse in a body which can at any time make the 
law. Provide by law what shall be offences 


|| against this body; endow the inferior officers of the 


House with power to arrest for such offences, and 


invest the Speaker with authority, ex officio, 0 


issue suitable warrants and order commitments; 
and nothing will remain to be done, that does not 
cénstitutionally belong to the courts of the coun- 
try. 
Mr. ROOT rose to make some remarks on this 
nestion. He considered it necessary that the 
Bae should not act upoh it without a periect 
understanding of its bearings. He desired that he 
himself might be enlightened on the subject, in 
case he had now formed opinions which were no 
correct. If he had taken up any wrong view, be 
wished that hemight be corrected. His colleague 
had laid before the House a statemen!, containing 
serious charges, which imolionier his character 08 
an honorable man, which had been published in ® 
Boston newspaper. The Chair had recognized the 
right of his colleague to make this statement, and 
the statement was permitted to come before the 
House under the decision of the Chair, 17 order 
to see what course the House might deem 't prop 
to take in reference to it. An appeal was then mace 
from the decision of the Chair. A motion w® 
then made to lay this appeal on the table. The 
vote on that motion sustained the Chair to a certain 
extent, and now that the whole question has - 
before the House for discussion, every one 8 i" 
liberty to range at large. He stated that he «! 






















































































































his views of the privilege of members to 
ae to which some gentlemen did. But he 
did go for this—the right of any member when as- 
sailed, to bring the subject before the House, in 
order that the House may determine what to do 
with the case. And what is this case? His colleague 
had been charged with an act which, if trus - + 
not to be justified. It was an act which reflected 
jishonor on this House, of which he was a mem- 
ber. He himself would feel it a dishonor to be 
gssociated with one who could be guilty of such 
an act. His colleague had been charged with 
taking papers from the Post Office Department, 
and sending them ina different direction, under his 
frank, from that which was intended for them; and 
this was done in the office of Fitz Henry Waaren. 
Now, he desired it to be understood, tht he had 
no acquaintence with this Mr. Fitz Henry War- 
ren. He had no intercourse with him. But no 
one could fead this libelous statement which his 
colleague had submitted, without being convinced 
thatit originated with this Fitz Henry Warren. 
There were facts in it which he only could have 
ynown. The article must have emanated from 
Mr. Fitz Henry Warren. No other person could 
have known the facts. If his colleague had done 
what was charged against him, he deserved pun- 
ishment. It was due to the House that he should 
be dishonored if guilty—it was due to his constit- 
vents. Yes, Sir, (continued Mr. R.,) and it isdue 
to me that [ may not be dishonored by asaociation 
with him on this floor. 
it was due to the House also, to know whence 
this statement originated; and if it should be found | 
that it originated with an official in the depart- 
ment, he oughtto be punished. He did notintend 
to move any_resolution on the subject, because he 
thought it might appear indelicate in him to take 
that course. But he hoped that some gentleman 
would introduce a resolution for the purpose of 
obtaining that fall and complete investigation 
which his colleague desired. It was due to his 
colleague that this should be done. 
mittee in the case of Mr. Crawford was raised at 
his instance. It is admitted that he had a right 
to ask of Congress this investigation. Had not | 
his colleague an equal right? Had he nota right 
to ask Congress to investigate the truth or false- 


hood of this statement? He did not intend to say || 


that his colleague had any exclusive right to ask 


House. But if such a favor was granted to the 
Secretary of War at*his request, why might it not 
also be granted to his colleague at his request? 


Should it turn out that his colleague had been || 


guilty of the act charged against him, he ought to 
be punished. But if it should prove to be a mere 
libel, and could be traced to an official of the Gov- 
i the punishment ought then to fall on that 
official. 

Mr. BOYD demanded the previous question. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, desired to 
be informed by the Speaker upon what the ques- 
tion would be? 





The SPEAKER. The question now submitted 
to the House is, whether the subject-matter 
brought before the House involves & question of 
privilege for the consideration of the House. 

_Mr. THOMPSON. There is then no resolu- 
tion before the House? 

The SPEAKER. None—and none will be in 
order until this question is disposed of. 

After a brief conversation between Mr. Hanais, 
of Illinois, and the Speaker— 

Mr. GIDDINGS desired, he said, to be informed 
whether he was correct in his understanding of 
the question. He had presented certain facts as 
& question of privilege. The Speaker had decided 
that the question was to be submitted to the 
House. An appeal had been taken from that de- 
cision. He understood that the question now was 
on the appeal. 
TheSPRA KER. Theappeal has been disposed of. 

Mr. HARALSON. hope my friend from 

Kentucky (Mr. Born] will withdraw the demand 
for the previous question, as | desire to saya 
word in reply to the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 


oe would be arrested, if he withdrew the demand 
im the previous question. He preferred, there- 
ore, to adhere to it, 

The SPEAKER, .The demand for the previ- 
Ous question is not withdrawn. 





oT 
Mr. BOYD said, he did not know when the de- 





| 








| disposed to do so. 


Mr. GIDDINGS. | the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Born] will oblige me by with- 
drawing the previous question for a few moments. 

Mr. BOYD. Well, 1 will withdraw it. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


i 
. 
i 


£9 the demand for the previous question was || 


withdrawn. 

Mr. GIDDINGS. Iam obliged to the gentle- 
man. I desire, Mr. Speaker, to remark, that many 
members of the House have misunderstood my 
object in bringing this question before it. I was 
actuated by the sincerest conviction that it was 
due to the House, that it should purge itself of 
this scandal. | will repeat what | said in a former 
Congress, upon a similar question. The question 
of private character—of personal security—is a 
question devolving upon every man. I never have 
brought, and I never shall bring, before this body 
a question involving the protection of my p*rsonal 


rights. It is solely a question of duty to the House || 
; Y vill y | resolution of Mr. Strone as a question of privi- 


itself, whether it will suffer the body to be con- 


taminated by the presence of a member capable of || 


L have |) , ’ 
| but withdrew the motion at request, and en pledge 


such acts as are charged in this article. 
brought this matter to the consideration of the 
House, because I think (as my colleague remarks) 
that it is a duty which they owe themselves to 


| inquire into it; and if the charge is found to be 


true, the House should, in my opinion, pass a 
vote of expulsion. It is a duty which they owe 
to themselves—to the purity of the body—to its 
honor and its character—to deal with such a 
member in that way. And, | repeat, it is in that 
view only that I have brought the matter to the 
consideration of the House. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Born] has 
demanded the previous question. | had hoped 


| that some gentleman would have offered a reso- 


lution providing for the appointment of a comrait- 
tee. [ do not know that any gentleman will be 
It is not for me 

Mr. PRESTON KING, (interposing.) If the 
gentleman will give way, | will submit such a 





| motion. 
A select com- || 


The SPEAKER, (to Mr. Grppines.) Does the 
gentleman yield the floor to the gentleman from 
New York? (Mr. Krve] 

Mr. GIDDINGS assented. 

Mr. KING. 


structions to investigate into the truth or falsehood 


| of the charge. 
this, because of his privilege as a member of this | 


The SPEAKER. The motion made by the 


| gentleman from New York [Mr. Kine] will pre- 


sent the question in a more tangible form than it 
would take without such a motion; the question 
will then be submitted to the House whether the 


question is one of privilege for its consideration. | 


If the House determine that it is a question of 
privilege, the question then will be on agreeing to 
the motion of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. KING. 1 desire’to say, that I should have 
made the motion at a much earlier period, but that 
I had hoped some other gentleman would have 


| done so. 


Mr. STEPHENS, of Georgia, submitted to the 
Chair that the motion of the gentlemen from New 
York (Mr. Preston Kine} was not now in order. 


| The only question before the House was, whether 


this was a question of privilege, or not. He 


| (Mr. 8.) might be willing to vote in favor of the 


| motion of the gentleman from New York; but he 


(Mr. S.) desired that a vote should first be taken 
on the preliminary question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would state to 
the gentleman from Georgia, that the motion of 
ahe gentleman from New York can only be enter- 
tained in the event that the House decide it to be 
a question of privilege. 

r° STEPHENS, of Georgia, objected to the 
reception of the motion until it was decided to be 
a question of privilege. 

r. STRONG said he had prepared a resolintion 
which he had intended to offer after the House 
should have disposed of the question which he 
supposed was preliminary. He submitted that 
the House should first decide whether the gentle- 
man from Ohio had brought forward a question of 
privilege, and, untit that was decided, no other 
motion was in order. He thought it was due to 
the House that there should be a committee of in- 
vestigation, and if the House determined that it 
was a question of privilege, he would offer his 
resolution, unless the gentleman from New York 
i Preston Kine} should prefer to adhere to 

is mouon. 





I will then move that the whole | 
subject be referred to a select committee, with in- | 





| 


| 
| 








The proposed resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That a committee of five members of the 
House be appointed to investigate the churges against Uie 
Honorable Josnua R. Guppines, a member of this body, 
contained in the Boston Aas, of the 2d instant, over the 
signature of “ L°Occident,” and to muke report to this 
House of the truth or falsehood thereof, and that said com- 
mittee have power to send for persons and papers. 


Mr. PRESTON KING withdrew his motion 
to give place to the resolution. 

Mr. JONES objected to the reception of the 
resolution. 

Some conversation followed, in which Messrs. 
Jones, Streruens of Georgia, and the Speaker 
participated. The two former gentiemen argued 
that the resolution of Mr. Srrone could not be 
received until the House had first determined that 
the subject involved a question of privilege. 

The SPEAKER sustaitied the point of order. 

And the question being on the reception of the 


lere— 


‘Mr. STRONG moved the previous question, 


of its renewal by 


Mr. HARALSON, who said: Having paid 


| some attention to the subject, he had come to 


the conclusion that the charge did not come 
before the House in that authentic, respunsibie 
manner which would authorize an investigation 
by the House; he should, therefore, after he had 
said a word or two, conclude by moving the pre- 
vious question, in accordance with his pledge, and, 


| were he left to follow the dictates of his own judg- 
ment, he.should move to lay the whole subject on 


the table. 
W hat was the state of the case? A gentleman 
came before the House with an anonymous letier 


| which had found its way into the public papers, 


making certain charges against him, in which the 
House had no particular concern, and only the 
general concern they should have at abuses in any 
department of the Government. It was rot stated 
how this matter came forward—it had no respon- 
sible author. They were called upon to base the 
solemn action of the House upon an anonymous 


| letter—it not being even alleged that the writer had 


| floor. 


a-seat as a reporter or a correspondent on this 
If this were decided to be a question of 
privilege, he concurred in the idea which had been 


expressed by other gentlemen, that they would be 


very likely to have their whole time consumed 


| with questions of privilege. 


It was true that the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. 
Roor,]} had said that no man could doubt that the 
charge had originated in the Post Office Depart- 
ment. But that®was not directly stated: he did 


| not understand the gentieman from Ohio as char- 


| 
| 


{ 


ging that it had come from the Second Assisiant 
Postmaster General. 

Mr. ROOT explained, that the gentleman had 
misunderstood him; he bad not intended to con- 
vey the idea that this whole article had originated 
at the Post Office Department, but he had sa:d that 
the facts alleged must have come from the Second 
Assistant Postmaster General, and from the cir- 
cumstances of the case, could have had no other 
origin. 


-Mr. HARALSON accepted the gentleman’s ex- 


| planation, and repeated, that the gentleman from 


| Ohio did not now make the charge; if the gen- 





tleman did, he should reel himself called upon to 
vote to investigate it, because he should conceive 
it due to the dignity of the House. 

The gentleman from Ohio was presumed to be 
innocent of the cflence chargec, unul the charge 
was made by a responsible person; and before 
that time the House was not called upon to inves- 
tigate it. 

In accordance with his pledge, he concluded by 
moving the previous question, repeating ai the 
same time, that he should have preferred the mo- 
tion to lay on the table. 

There was a second. 

And the main question, (which was stated by the 
Speaker to be, ** Does the subject-matter brought 
before the House by the gentleman from Onic, 
involve a question of privilege, for the considera- 
of the House?’’) was ordered té be now taken. 

Mr. JONES asked the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, and, being taken, resulted—yeas 71, 
nays 89; as follow: 

Y EAS—Meser. Alexander, Allen, Alston, Andrews, 
Bissell, Bokee, Booth, Briggs. William J. Brown, Burruws, 


‘Thomas B. Butler, Joseph Cable, Campbell, Cartter, Cote, 
Corwin, Daniel, Dickey, Dimmick, Dixon, Dety, Duncan, 


~ - * bags a . J 1. A «et, om Ss hen ie? Sone es 
a A ma tS TT q ~ te | ? bs mara Oe us i 
¢ nee - wtf A R : _ re wae 
ni 25s se) oe ae » a 
Pre eer = she as Me Se ape > “ ps y 
Rr te he = Nea ie i ZN ; amt ad A , 
a ~~ 5 tas 2 - ae P . 
ee eee ST an ceepeeteenetai emma nee antenatal a oa a. ematndieetinascuatinamnienssdtmemmtetinamnene nes 


{“ 









































act Peakrstce oa SARL i 
Bt Rear 3 ek TS 


PF ced SS eh AP yn ot ie ee i a Pe 


Ponae ~ 


ESS 


eee 


= 


Bini PE SIP a> 


” 
Yet: 
GAS 


eg Pina Lit FOSS LTT 



























T arkee, Fitch, Gould, Grinnell, Halleway, Hammond, 
fampton, Thomas L. Harris, Henry, Howe, Hunter, W. 
Bs Preston King, Leffler, Horace Mann, 
Atarshall, McClernand, M » Morris, Olds, Peaslee, 
Peck, Pitman, Potter, Putnam, Reynolds, Richardson, Rob- 
inaon, Root, a Sackett, ue, Stanly, Frederick 
YP. Stanton, Richard H. 8 . dens Stevens, Stetson, 
Bweetser, Tuck, Walden, Waldo, Wentworth, White, Wil. 
drick, Willams, Wilmot, Winthrop, and Wood—71. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Ashe, Avere 
cock, Bowdon, Boyd, Breck, Brooks, Buel, Burt, Chester 
Butier, BE. C. Cabell, G. A. Caldwell, J.P. Caldwell, Cal- 
vin, Clarke, W. R. W. Cobb, Coleock, Conger, Conrad, 
Deberry, Dunham, Edmundson, Nathan Evans, Feather- 
ston, Fowler, Gentry, Gerry, Gorman, Gott, Hamilton, Har- 
alison, Isham G. Harris, Hibbard, Hilliard, Inge, Joseph 
W.. daekson, Andrew Johnson, James L. Johnson, Jones, 
Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G King, James G. King, 
John A. King, La Sére, Littlefield, Job Mann, Matteson, 
MeDoweli, Finis E. McLean, MeMullen, McQueen, Meach- 
am, Miller, Millson, Morse, Nelson, e, Orr, Outlaw, 
Parker, Phelps, Powell, Reed, Rockwell, Rose, Ross, Sav- 
oge, Sawtelle, Schermerhorn, Seddon, Shepperd, Silvester, 
Alexander H. Stephens, Strong, Thomas, Jacob Thompson, 
J. Thompson, Thurman, Toombs, Underhill, Van Dyke, 
Venable, Wallace, Wellborn, Woodward, and Young—81. 

So the House decided that the said subject-mat- 
ter was not a question of privilege. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, he wished respectfully to 
inquire of the Speaker what was the effect of this 
vote. 

The SPEAKER replied, that it was to decide 
that nothing connected with the subject was before 
the House. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD moved to reconsider the 
vote by which the House had refused to consider 
the subject as a question of privilege, and to lay 
that motion on the table. 

The latter motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, he would respectfully 
ask the unanimous consent of the House to make 
a statement of such facts as were within his knoWl- 
edge, relating to the appointment and removal of 
the Postmaster at Oberlin. 

The unanimous consent of the House being 
awarded, Mr. G. proceeded to say, that a day or 
two previous to the adjournment of Congress he 
received a letter from a brother of the late post- 
master, then an applicant for the office. In the 
midst of the business then demanding his atten- 
tion, he was unable to answer the letter until he 
rested over night at Pittsburg, on his way home. 
He there informed the author of the letter that he 
never recommended any man for appointment; that 
his rule had always been to certify as to character 
and talent, leaving the propriety of appointment 
entirely with the department; that he had never 
interfered with appointments out of his own dis- 
trict, but as he was perfectly conscious that his 
colleague, [Mr. Root,] in whose district Oberlin 
was situated, would take no exception, he took 
the liberty of enclosing a statement in relation to 
the character and talent of Mr. Stephens, the ap- 
plicant. This statement was inclosed to the broth- 
er of the gentleman, who was afterwards ap- 
pointed postmaster. He had not seen the letter 
since it was mailed, nor did he now know whether 
it was filed in the Post Office, except by inference. 

Mr. BAKER interrupted Mr. Gippines, and in- 
quired, if the gentleman from Ohio would allow 
him to inquire whether he had any reason to be- 
lieve the imputation came from the Post Office De- 
partment? 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, that he was unable to, 
say where or from whom the imputation had arisen. 
The first hint he had seen or heard was on Wed-' 
nesday. Atthe moment of the adjournment he 
was in the Senate, but soon returned to his seat, 
and found on his table a paper, published in the 
city of New York, with an article marked with a 
pen, evidently intended to attract his attention. It 
purported to be an extract from the correspondent 
of the ‘* New York Courier and Enquirer,” and 
containing substantially the charge which had 
been read from the Clerk’s table in the Boston At- 
las. This article he at once cut out from the paper 
and inélosed it to Mr. Warren, the Assistant Post- 
master General, soguiring whether he or any per- 
son in his office had authorized the imputation ? 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, (in his seat.) 
What was Mr. Warren's answer? 

Mr. GIDDI replied, that he had, as yet, 
received none. Any other member was just as 
competent to form an _— as to the authorship 
of the report as himself. 

But to resume the narration he was giving when 
the gentleman from Illinois had interrupted him. 
After his return to this city at the praeens session, 
Mr. Stephens, the .gentleman..who. _ Written 


Baker, Bo- 


“appointed and had been removed. That gentle- 





to him, had informed him that his brother had been 


man had mentioned these facts at various times, 
but he had himself taken no interest in the subject; 
he had at no time held a conversation with any 
other man upon the subject, or in relation to it, 
except, on one occasion while in the office of Mr. 
Warren, the Assistant Postmaster General, and 
conversing with him in regard to another appoint- 
ment in his own county, he casually remarked that 
he never applied for the appointment of any man; 
to which that gentlemen replied, that he (Mr. G.) 
had applied for the appointment of the postmaster 
at Oberlin; to which he had rejoined, that no such 
application from him could be found in that or 
any other department of Government; that he 
never had gone further than to certify to the char- 
acter and qualifications of candidates. Here the 
conversation dropped, and in that, nor in any other 
conversation between him and Mr. Warren, had 
reference been made to either the appointment or 
removal of the postmaster at Oberlin. The cor- 
respondent of the Atlas states, that he (Mr. G.) 
called on Mr. Warren for explanation in re- 
gard to the removal of the postmaster at the place 
just mentioned. He could only say, that the as- 
sertion was wholly and entirely unfounded—it 
was an unqualified falsehood. Until the receipt of 
the Atlas yesterday, he had never spoken of the 
removal of the postmaster at Oberlin with any 
human being, except with the brother to whom he 
had refered; not a word in relation to such removal 
had passed between Mr. Warren and himself at 
any time or any place. 

Mr. SILVESTER, (in his seat.) One charge 
is, that you examined the papers. 

Mr. GIDDINGS resumed: He had spoken of 
the explanation which it was asserted he had de- 
manded, He would now notice the charge of 
examining the papers to which his friend at his 
left (Mr. Stuvester] had alluded. 

He had at no time since Mr. Warren had been in 
the Post Office Department called for papers, ex- 
cept in two instances. These cases were both in 
his own district, indeed they were both in his own 
county. One was in relation to the postmaster at 
Williamsfield, in which the papers relating to the 
office in Wayne came incidentally under inspection; 
another was in relation to the appointment in 
Cherry Valley, and the papers in relation to the 
appointment at Kingsville came incidentally under 
inspection. These were, however, independent 
of the appointment in the township of Orwell, 
which papers were inspected by him with the 
Postmaster General, Mr. Collamer. He repeated 
that these offices were all in his county, and they 
constituted the only papers which had come under 
his inspection in that department relative to ap- 
pointments since the present Administration had 
been in power. He héd never called for the pa- 
pers relating to the Oberlin appointment; he had 
never seen a paper relating to it, except two, 
which he had written, as before stated. He did 
not know a single name connected with the ap- 
pointment or removal at that office, except that of 
the postmaster and his brother, to whom he had 
referred. He had taken no interest in the matter. 
All that had been stated in the article read from 
the Atlas of his having examined the papers was a 
baseless fabrication. 

Mr. OLDS interrupted Mr. G., and inquired if 
his colleague had noticed the charge of having 
franked those papers to Oberlin ? 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, he intended to notice that 
charge. He had intended to use his franking 
privilege in the manner and for the purposes for 
which it was intended—that is, to send out papers 
and dociments to the people. In common with 
all other members, he had franked speeches, doc- 
uments, and newspapers, when called.on by officers 
of the House, and by friends. He could not say 
but he had been imposed upon. Those papers 
may have been enclosed in speeches, documents, 
or papers, and may have gone under his. frank. 
All he could say was, he had never franked those 
papers knowingly, nor to the extent of his know!l- 
edge, his information, and belief, had they been 
transmitted under his frank. 

Mr. WENTWORTH inquired of Mr. Guppmes 
if he had conversed with his colleague (Mr. 
Crowe] in regard to the matter? 

Mr. GIDDINGS said, he had not. The. first 
intimation he had of this report was on Wednes- 
day, after the House adjourned. On y 
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the Boston Atlas had come to him. He at 
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wrote to the editors, demanding the name of 4, 
cor s bat ‘without waiting to se- tr" 
Crowe, or to receive their answer, he felt i: his 
duty to bring the matter to the notice of the 
at the earliest moment possible. The House ha 
differed from him in opinion as to its being a ques. 
tion of privilege. Of that he did not complain, 
They had now manifested their kindness anq 
spect in awarding to him this opportunity of vig 
dicating himself before the country. For ; 
and for their very respectful attention, he tenderej 
them his grateful thanks. 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

Mr. DANIEL rose and was understood to 
make an inquiry of the Speaker in relation to the 
regular order of business. 

he SPEAKER said, the first business j, 
order was the special order of the day—the repo, 
of the select committee on the Galphin claim. 

Mr. DANIEL. . By the rules of the Hoog 
this is private bill day. I move, therefore, ;, 
postpone the consideration of the special oni, 
of the day, with a view to proceed to the cop, 
sideration of the private calendar. 

Mr. STRONG desired to be informed by ty 
Speaker what the effect of the postponemen, 
would be on the election cases of New Mexiey 
and Deseret? 

The SPEAKER was proceeding to state th, 
effect, when 

Mr. WINTHROP interposed to a point of 
order. He submitted that the gentleman fron 
North Carolina [Mr. Dantex] could not make his 
motion unless the gentleman from New Jersey, 

Mr. Krva,] who was entitled to the floor on th 

alphin case, yielded for the pnrpose. 

The SPEAKER so decided, and (addressing Mr, 
Kinc) inquired whether the gentleman yielded for 
the motion of the gentleman from North Carolina, 
[Mr. Dantet.]} 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, said he should pre. 
fer to proceed with his remarks. 

THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 

Whereupon the House resumed the considen- 
tion of the report of the select committee on the 
subject of the Galphin claim. 

Mr. KING, of New Jersey, spoke the residy 
of his hour, in conclusion of the remarks com- 
menced on Wednesday. 

They will be pabliched in the Appendix. 

Mr. K. having concluded 

Mr. CONRAD obtained the floor, but yielded to 

Mr. SACKETT, who gave notice that he should, 


at the proper time, offer for the consideration of 


the House the following resolution: 


Resolved, That the Thirtieth Congress passed a law re- 
quiring the Secretary of the Treasury to pay to the repre- 
sentatives of George Galphin a claim that * was nota just 
demand against the United States.”? 


Mr. S. read the first two resolutions reported 


| by the majority of the select committee, (herew- 


fore published;) and remarked that if the proposi- 
tions contained in these resolutions were true, 
then the conclusion of the resolution he had offered 


was inevitable; the committee had in fact made the 


charge that the Thirtieth Congress passed a law 
of the Treasury to pay © 
the representatives of George Galphin a claim 
that was an unjust demand against the United 
States. If this charge was true, it should be s 


' embodied in a resolution as to make that Congress 


bear the blame that attached to the passage of such 
a law—a law requiring the payment of money no! 
due. He should call upon the members of that 
committee to vote upon this resolution to lay on the 
shoulders of that Congress the blame of compel- 
ling, by law, the Secretary of the Treasury to pey : 
an ‘unjust demand against the United States. 

Mr. CONRAD then resumed the floor, and ad- 
dressed the House for an hour, mainly in vindice- 
tion.of the justice of the claisa, (principal and in- 
terest,) and, incidentally, in reply to arguments \0 
opposition to it. [A report of this speech will be 
published in the Appendix.] 

Mr. STANLY then obtained the floor, but 
yielded to a 

Mr. VAN DYKE, who gave notice of his in- 
tention to offer the following as a substitute for the 
resolation of the majority of the Seana: 

lt tee 
odan an, “taal at quemiate bam 7 


Resolved, ; 
Soe Eee was either a legal or 
Resolved, That the act of Congress of August 14th, 15 
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oy authorized the Secsetary of the Treasury to 
ine the Sal ‘ n 
ustly due, if anything, from the United 
jun to representatives 3 there being nothi 
> ane the payment of the said prineipal by 
Walker was contrary to law and justice. 
esolred 


in fact 


R ’ 

‘also contrary to law and justice, and can only be 
cis vy on the ground that a former Secretary had admitted 
Jwuvjatice of the claian by paying the principal thereof. 

Resolved, That the conduct of the Hon. George W. Craw- 
ford, a member of the Cabinet, in urging upon other mem- 
ors of the Cabinet the decision of this question, and in 

dihg in the preparation of the arguments therein, without 
aie knowa to such Cabinet officers the extraordinary 
extent of his personal interest in the said claim, receives 
the disapprobation of this House. 


And then— ; : : 

Mr. STANLY (expressing his own desire to 
proceed, but) yielding for a motion to adjourn, in 
order that the House might go home, or stay as | 
it pleased, the motion was made, and the House, 





by yeas 89, nays 58, adjourned. | 


PETITIONS, &c. 1] 
The following petitions, memorials, &c., were | 


resented under the rule, and referred to the ap- 
ropriate committees: 


By Mr. ROCKWELL: The petition of Theodore Pome- | 
roy and 63 other citizens of Pittsfield, Massachusetts. 

‘Also, the petition of Charles H. Plunkett and 97 other 
citzens of Hinsdale, Massachusetts. 

Also, the petition of Daniel W. Dewey and 87 other citi- 
zeus of Williamstown, Massachusetts. ” 

Also, the petition of M, S. Palmer and 33 other citizens | 


Also, the petition of James S. Davis and 111 other citi- 
zens of Lenot, Massachusetts. 

Also, the petition of William C. Plunkett and 185 other 
citizens of South Adams, Massachusetts. | 

Also, the petition of William Bueyton and 562 other citi- | 
zens of North Adams, Massachusetts ; severally praying 
for a modification or repeal of the tariff law of 1846 ; and the 
enactment of a@ law recognizing the principle of specific 
duties upon imports. 

Also, the petition of John Wadleigh and 170 other citi- 
zens of Amesbury and Salisbury, Massachusetts, praying for 
such modification of the revenue laws as will protect the 
Jabor and raw material of the country. 

By Mr. DIMMICK: The petition of Jolin Cooper and 
2 others, praying for aid to Joseph Bryan and his asso- 
ciates, for the suppression of the African slave trade and 
other purposes. 

By Mr. CABLE, of Ohio: Four several petitions, signed 
by John G. Gaston and numerous citizens of Achor, Colum- 
biana county, Ohio ;—one for the establishment and protec- 
tion of freedom in the territories of the United States; one 
against the admission of more slave States into the Union; 
ove for the repeal of all laws enacted or adopted by Congress 
for the support of slavery in the District of Columbia; otie 
to secure to alleged fugitives the right of trial by jury: 
which were accompanied ‘by a circular to each friend of 
liberty in the United States. 

By Mr. THOMPSON, of Pennsylvania: The memorial 
of Horace Smith, praying for an alteration of the laws, so 
that the courts may tuke cognizance of enlistments of 
muinors in the army. 





IN SENATE. 
Fawar, July 5, 1850. 


Mr. PEARCE presented additional documents 
relating to the petition of the heirs and representa- 
tives of William Somerville; which were referred 
to the Committee of Claims. 


MODIFICATION OF THE TARIFF. 


Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, I hold in my hand 
two petitions coming from Pennsylvania, on the 
subject in which she feels so deeply interested, and 
about which there is so much prevailing distress, 
especially in that State. The petitions are from 
ciuzens of Pittsburg, praying for an alteration in the 
lariff of 1846, so as to Substitute specific for ad valo- 
rem daties, and asking for such other modifications 
as will conduce to give vigor and encourgement to 
the industrial pursuits of the country. The peti- 
tions are accompanied by a letter, from which | 
shall take the liberty of reading a brief extract, 
which will portray the exciting state of things 
there better than anything | could say. The writer 
says: 


“ The suffering of our iron-men is beyond parallel, and 
Unless some relief is afforded soon, the mauu jacture 0 iron, 
I fear, will cease altogether in Clarion aud some of the 
other counties north of this. You can form no idea of the 
Taint Roling hore.ve the subject ; it is ali-pervading and 
ag petitions were received and laid on the 

: 
RE?ORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 

Mr, HAMLIN, from the Committee on Com- 
merce, to which was referred the bill to provide 

security for the lives and property of 


Persons navigating the western waters, reported 


fe 


: . 


| 
| 
| 
' 
| 


| 
of Lanesborough, Massachusetts. | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


pot make this a lawful claim against the United States, | back the same without amendment, and 
sury to exam, | mended its 
claim, and to adjust and pay what might be |) 


was referred the motion to print the report of the 
i retary || Postmaster General in answer to a resolution of 

| the Senate calling forthe cayses of the failure of 
TOs Oe SEES neeal vin eisuceran 1 ie mail between New York and New Orleans, 
re in favor of printing the same; which was || originally proposed im the bill. 
agreed to. 


referred the motion to print the report of the Sec- | 
retary of War calling fer Lieutenant W. H. C. 
Whitney’s reconnoissances of the western frontier 
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dollar and twenty-five cents per acre, which ws 
‘ Bre the minimum heretofore, to twenty-five cen -. 
Also, from the Committee on Printing, to which | The committee, after consultation with the Officers 

|| of the Land Department, determined that, although 

| & reduction was necessary in order to make any 
| sales of these lands, it would be better to reduce 
| it to fifty cents instead of twenty-five cents, aw 
There is, | be- 
|| heve, on the files acommunication from the Lond 
Also, from ashe same committee, to which was || Office upon this subject, recommending a reduc- 
tion, but fixing upon no amount. If a further re- 
| duction should subsequently be found necessary 
|| after all the lands have been seld which can be 








of ‘Texas, reported in favor of printing the same; || sold at this price, it can easily be made. 


which was agreed to. 


Claims, to which was referred the memorial and | 
documents of William P. Wallace & Co., report- |, 
'| ed @ bill for the relief of William P. Wallace and || should have preferred, since the committee were 
|| Joseph R. McFadden; which was read, and passed || 
to a second reading. \| 


Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. I agree with the 
Senator from Florida, from some knowledge of the 
character of these lands, that twenty-five cents is 
probably as high a price as can be obtained. | 


Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee of | 


of a different opinion, and chose to propose a 
higher amount, that they had coupled with it the 


Also, from the same committee, to which was || feature which the chairman now suggests, a reduc- 


referred the memorial of William B. Hill, admin- || tion upon all lands not sold within a given period. 


istrator of Gilbert Stalker, deceased, submitted an 
| unfavorable report; which was ordered to be || 
| printed. || term of five years until it reaches the smallest 


|| consent of the Senate to introduce a joint resolu- | 
tion extending the benefits of an act supplement- || 
ary to an act for the relief of certain surviving || “ ; 
officérs and soldiers of the Revolution, to widows || Mr. YULEE. 


|| If the chairman will so amend the amendment as 
to propose a further reduction at the end of each 


RESOLUTIONS. || minimum, I should prefer it. 
Mr. HALE asked and obtained the unanimous || Mr. FELCH. I have no objection to such a 
1]  eomece if the Senate thinks it a matier of anf- 
cient importance; but it is making a change in 
the system, which is objectionable at al! times. 
It might be accomplished by 


and children in certain cases; which was read a | PS¢rting after the words ** fifty cents” the words 


first and second time, and referred to the Commit- | 
tee on Pensions. 


| ** for and during a period of five years, and iwenty~- 
|| five cents after that time.” 


On motion by Mr. CASS, the following resolu- || Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi. 1 do not agree 


tion, submitted by him on the Ist instant, was || with the chairman of the Committee on Pubtic 
taken up, and agreed to: , || Lands, that this is not a matter of great importance. 
’ 5 r 


cate to the Senate any information, if any has been received 
by the Government, showing that an American vessel has | 
been recently stopped on the high seas, and searched by a | 
British ship of war. i 





It is certainly a matter of great importance thet 
the Federal Government should not remain the 
holder of lands within the States at prices at which 
the lends cannot be sold. In the first place, it pre- 


Resolved, That the President be requested to communi- 


| 
} 
| 


| 


. | vents settlement; in the next place, it is the hold- 
On motion by Mr. HALE, the following reso- || ing a very large amount of property by the Federal 


lution, submitted by him on the 1st instant, was |! Government within the States exempt from taxa- 


taken up and adopted: 


made in compliance with a resolution of the Senate of the 
20th of May last, in relation to allowauces to naval officers, | 


tion by compact; and I think it altogether unjuat 
that such advantage shouid be taken on account of 
a position like this, which is founded jp the, fact of 


Resolved, That the report of the Secretary of the Navy, 


be referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs, with instruc. | holding land ata price for which it cannot be sold, 
tions to inquire and report to the Senate what further fegis- || Will the chairman accept of a further amend- 


aet of March 3, 1835, regulating the pay of the navy, pro- | 
hibiting any pay, compensation, or allowance under any | 
circumstances whatever, except for traveling expenses | 


when under orders, other than is provided tor in said act, || amendment by adding after the words ‘‘fifty cents,”’ 
and that said committee report by bill or otherwise. 


lation, if any, ie necessary to enforce that provision of the ment? 


ceeded to the consideration of Senate bill No. 53, || 


Mr. FELCH. I willaccept any amendment. 
Mr. DAVIS. Then | propose to amend the 


‘* and all lands net sold within five years shail then 
be offered at twenty-five cents per acre; and ali not 
sold within ten years after the date of this act 
shall then be offered at twelve-and-a-half centa; 
and all not sold for ten years thereafter shall revert 
to the State.” That is my idea of graduation, and 
| I think it would be best, both for the Federal Govy- 
| ernment and for the States—both for purposes of 
revenue and for the settlement of the Statea. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. | am in favor of the grad- 
uation of the public lands, for the reasons assigned 
in part by the Senator from Mississippi; but | am 
five cents an acre. The committee propose fifty || not prepared to give my assent to a bill embracing 
cents. If the sum is fixed at fifty cents the object || that principle applicable to one State oaly. 
of the bill will be defeated. ‘These lands are not || Mr. YULEE. ik: is not to one State only. 
agricultural lands; they are suitable only for stock Mr. WHITCOMB. kt is wo one desecripticn of 
lands, for lumber, and naval stores. They are || lands—yellow-pine lands. We have swamp lands 
capable of no production which will compensate || in Indiana, Michigan, and other States, and | think 
for the labor bestowed on them, It has been || the bill should be made applicable to them as well! 
found, in the experience of southern States, that || as to these pine ands, 
at both private and public sales the sum of fifty || Mr. DAVIS. | am quite willing to extend it, 
cents cannot be obtained for lands of the descrip- Mr. WHITCOMB. [am opposed tothis mal. 
tion to which this bill relates. A very large sale || tiplication system of selling the public lands. I 
occurred in Florida last year, in which a large || claim to have some little experience in this branch 
quantity of lands of this description (about 300,000 | of the public service, and | think it desirable to 
acres) was exposed at public auction, apd the | have as much uniformity as practicable. | will, 
highest prices obtained were three, four, and five | therefore, move to recommit the bill to the Com- 


YELLOW PINE BARRENS. 
On motion by Mr. YULEE, the Senate pro- 


being a bill to reduce the minimum price of the 
yellow pine lands, or pine barrens. The bill was | 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, and 
the first question was on an amendment reported 
from the Commitiee on the Public Lands. 

Mr. YULEE. | hope the amendment will not 
be concurred in. The proposition of the bill is to 
reduce the minimum price of these lands to twenty- 











| mills per acre; none reached the price of a cent. || mittee on Public Lands, with a view to amend- 


An attempt was made this spring to dispose of || ment as proposed by the Sénator from Mississippi, 
some school jands that fell within this description | and i trust they will take into serious considcra- 
of land. ‘They offered those of them which lay || tion the propriety of extending the application of 
upon navigable waters, the most valuable of them, || the bill. 
ata minimum of fifty cents, and they were unable Mr. YULEE. I have no objection to recom- 
to obtain any bid whatever. I think, therefore, || mit the bill for amendment, so as to make it appii- 
that the object of the bill will be defeated by || cable to all. But the lands to which this bill has 
placing the minimum at fifty cents instead of || reference stand upon entirely diffe ent ground from 
at oan oe cents, as proposed in the bill. other descriptions of land. They are not agricul. 
Mr. FELCH. | wish to say one word in re- || tural lands; they are fats piped from other 
to this amendment. This bill as originally || lands, and not appropriated for the same purposes 
eam pabe tho Gatto Sour ane nor are they worth as much as mineral aud agri- 
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cultural lands are worth. My apprehension is, 
that, if you undertake to apply the general gradua- 
tion principle to this bill, and to make it referable 


na ne 


(o ali the public lands of the United States, this | 


reasure will fail, as it has failed on former occa- 
sions. | hope the Senator from Indiana will con- 
fine his motion to the pine lands only. 

Mr. WHITCOMB. 
mit the bill without any instracuons. I merely 
suggest that the committee will take into serious 


consideration the propriety of applying the princi- | 


ple of graduation to all the public jands. 


Mr. DOWNS.« Early in the session I intro- | 


duced a general bill for the graduation of the pub- 
lic lands, and referred it to the Committee on 
Public Lands, and 1 am surprised that the com- | 
mitiee have not reported the bill. If it is not in- 
tended to introduce a bill for the general applica- 
tion of the principle, I wiil support this bill, which 
partly extends it. 1 would like the chairman to 
state whether such a bill is proposed ? 

Mr. FELCH. 1 would state, for the informa- 
tion of the Senate, that the bill referred to by the | 
Senator from Louisiana, (Mr. Downs,} smbodying | 


I have moved to recom- | 


| the road, and I have no doubt it will be built at no 

|| distant day; and if we can get, what seems now to | 
priation of the public lands in alternate sections, | 
| along the rogd, let it be done. 
| do not increase in value, it will be time enough to 


have been in the market for a period of years and | 
/remain on hand unsold, | think it extremely | 
'| proper to reduce the price of them, and | will fa- 
| vor a bill that looks to a graduation and reduction: || 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


be adopted as a principle in these cases, an appro- 
Then, if the lands 


apply to them this reduction principle. 
r. BRIGHT. 


price of this particular class of landa, and leaving 


the others that have been no longer in the market | 
| to be sold at the present rates. 


posed to the graduation principle at all, but on the 
contrary [am in favor of it. Whenever lands 


| of the price of the unsold lands of the country. But 
| Lam unwilling to single out only these pine lands, 


| lands and broken hill lands, which will nédt com- | 


the graduation principle, has been reterred to the || 


Committee op Public Lands, and has been consid- | 
ered by them. Before thai commitiee are also various 


lic ands, which the commitiee have already taken 


|| poses, would sell very readily. 
projects and new plans for the disposalcf the pub- || therefore, why these pine lands, the property of 


|| the United States, should be singled out and re- 


up and considered, and they will be prepared, vy || 


to-morrow, to make a report ou the whole subject, 
embracing the graduation bill. ‘3ome legislation, 
which has been had this session in the Senate, has 
had an important bearing on that question. 
legislation which has granted—so far as the action 
of the Senate is concerned, for it is in the House 
now—to the different States the lands lying within 
their limits not susceptible of cultivation, (swamp 
lands, &=.,) embraces a great deal of the iands re- | 
ferred to in the graduation bill. The committee, 


|| designate them by that title, and reduce the pres- 
|} ent price. 


There are many lands scattered 
throughout the western valley, known as marsh 


mand a dollar an acre, but which, if reduced to fifty 


cents gr twenty-five cents an acre, as this bill pro- 
I see no reason, 


duced in price, while the marsh and wet lands and 


'| broken hill jands of the country are left to be sold 


| at their present prices; and if the Committee on 


The |} 


Public Lands will bring in a bill covering all, | 
will favor it; but 1 shali oppose any biil looking 


| merely to a reduction of the price of this. particu- 


|| lar class of lands. 
|| sons for the remarks of the Senator from Georgia, 
| (Mr. Dawson. ] 


1 can imagine very good rea- 


This class of lands will doubt- 


| less be increased in value by the completion of 


| these proposed improvements, in aid of which we | 


however, have taken up and considered all the | 


plans, and have prepared a report which will be 
presented to the Senate in a day or two; and, on | 
that account, would prefer to have this bill stand | 
by itself. it refers to a peculiar class of land, | 
which, it was stated to us at the Land Office, 


have been very liberal in our appropriations to 


| these southern States, and will, no doubt, continue 


to increase as those works progress. 
doubt, then, that very soon these lands, which it 


| 18 proposed to reduce to twenty-five cents, will be 


would not sell at the minimum price now fixed, || 


and the bill, was first introduced by the Senator 


with this amendment. 
however, that this bill was to be made use of to | 
carry with it the question of a general graduation 
of the public lands, but it was reported simply be- 


tion of lands which the committee were assured 
coukld not be sold at the.minimum price, and be- | 


cause it was supposed that the other bill, in rela- | 


tion to swamp lands, &c., would not embrace this. | 
The commiuee, however, after the suggestions | 
which have been made, have no objection to the 
bill being again referred to them. 

Mr. DAWSON. 1 beg leave to propound to 
the Senator from Florida one quesuon: whether | 


that State hes made any application for public || 


lands to run a railroad from Pensacola across to 


the Cape of Florida? 


application. 

Mr. DAWSON. 
Florida will not ask to have these lands disposed 
of at 25 cents per acre, until an application shall 


won of these lands for the important purpose to 
which I have referred, in conformity with various 
bilis which ha: s passed this body. When that is | 
dove, it will not only benefit the State and that sec- 
tion of country, but, according to the principle 
which has here been adopted, or supposed to be 
adopted, benefit the finances of the country. These 
pine lands, in-the event of the construction of this 
railroad, will become valuable for the production | 
of turpentine, and the only reason | know of, why | 
they are not valuable for that purpose is the im- | 
ossibility of getting their product to market. | 


be made on the part of his State for an appropria- || 
i} 
| 
1} 





| them when if order. 


| pose | must object. 


worth two dollars, if not more, per acre. 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The Chair would | 


| suggest that it is not in order to discuss the general 
from Florida, and then reported by the committee || 


We did not suppose, || 


merits of the bill on this motion to recommit. 
Mr. BRIGHT. Very well, sir, | will speak of 


ling out of a particular class of lands for that pur- 


that ? 

Mr. YULEE. No, sir. Iam asked to agree 
to the recommitment of this bill, with a view of 
bringing in a general graduation bill, and f will 


| state tothe Senator why. He is not more anxious 
|| than I, nor has he been at any time during our | 
|| service in either house, to obtain the measure for 


which he now expresses so earnest a desire. I 
have been a very steady and cordial supporter of 


| a graduation bill—and it isa system which has 


| 
j 


|| been carried through the Senate two or three times, 
Mr. YULEE. The State has made no such | 


i} 
| 


Then [ trust the Senator from || 


but it has failed in the House, and probably will 
fail there until a new apportionment gives to the 
new States their due strength there. | have there- 
fore been unwilling at this session to urge the pas- 
sage of such a measure, but I shall, if there isany 
chance for it, join most heartily in it. And lam 
inclined to make the trial by ingrafting the gradu- 
ation bill as an amendment upon the bounty land 
bill, which has come to us recently from the other 
house, in which case | think it may possibly go 
through there. 

Several Senators. That cannot be done. 

Mr. CLAY. No, that would be “ tacking.’ 
eee) 

Mr. YULEE. Then I am willing to try itasa 
separate measure. ‘There is a cistinetion, how- 
ever, between this bill and a graduation bill, inas- 
much as this bill proposes a reduction and not a 


hen that road 18 completed, large turpentine plan- || graduation. These pine lands constitute a separate 


tations will be established to the right and left of || and distinct class of lands. 


They are not agricul- 


it, as the Senator from Florida wiil understand. '| tural lands, bat are suitable for the lamber busi- 
By an appropriation, therefore, of the public lands i ness, and for the production of naval stores, for 
to the State, for this purpose, not only will the || neither of which purposes will the production yield 


I have heard no good reason, | 
| nor do I believe any can be given, for reducing the | 


Now I am not op- | 


I have no || 


If the committee will bring || 
|| in a bill to reduce the prices of these lands gener- | 
|| ally, it will meet my concurrence; but to this sing- | 
cause it referred to a certain and peculiar descrip- || 


Does the Senator agree to 


July 5, 
ion of land, can learn somethi : 

hewill travel through North Carolina, tren ron : 
| Southern Atlantic State, or by reading Lyell’s work 


on logy. According to his theor 
vate one th eee of the sea, owen Pine 
some remote period of time. It is the sea botto . 
|| not suitable for agricultural purposes, and cana 
mainly of dry sand. And itis because they —_ 
constitute a separate and distinct class of public 
lands, that we propose to reduce the price to : 
rate at which the officers of the land offices su ; 
pose they will more easily be sold, and cease’; 
embarrass the industry and productive resources 
of the States in which they lie. 
The Senator from Georgia made a suggestion 
which looks to me very much like a remarkable 
‘| instance of killing with kindness. We secure by 
this billa good for the States in which this de. 
| scription of lands lie; and he proposes to kill it 
|| offering to us another good, which he knows js 
|| not attainable at this session, if at any time. 
| Mr. DAWSON, (in his seat.) This is the yer 
|| session to do it. y 
| Mr. YULEE. It is the session to pass it throup) 
|| the Senate, but the Senator has yet to learn tha: 
| these same bills have passed the Senate four o, 
| five times, and have always been refused by the 
|| House. The answer to the Senator is this: No 
|| improvement which may be made there, no 1,j). 
| roads which may be carried through the country 
| can increase the value of these lands to the price 
| proposed in this bill; and | will give the Senator 
|| a strong proof of this, by referring to the fact, that 
'}on the banks of the navigable waters of the gy. 
|, wanée river, this last spring, the register of the 
|| public lands offered for sale tracts of these lands 
| and although itis a country settling with some rs. 
| pidity, and a fine stock country, he was unable io 
| sell them at fifty cents the acre. No better evidence 
|| can be required to show that these pine lands, with 
|| all the improvements that may be made, will pro. 
|| duce no more than the price proposed in thia bill. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator wil! 
|| remember that it is not in order now to discuss 
| the merits of the bill. 
Mr. YULEE. The President will allow me to 
contest that point with him. It is in order, ona 
|| motion to recommit, to discuss the whole merits 
|| of the bill. But I will detain the Senate but for a 
moment. I willrefer to the fact, well known to 
the colleague of the Senator from Georgia, that at 
the sale of the Arredondo grant, a tract of three 
thousand acres, made recently under a decree of 
|| the court for the partition of lands, the pine lands, 
which constituted a portion of them, brought, 
|| none of them, more than five or six mills, or not 
|} one cent an acre. And this while other lands 
| brought five, and as high as ten dollars an acre, 
It is becayse they are not agricultural lands, and 
constitute a separate and distinct quality and ciass 
of land, recognized at the land office as pine lands, 
and known as such, and especially separated from 
other public lands. The fact that they cannot be 
sold is greatly injurious to the State in which they 
lie, and it is to remedy this evil that this bil was 
introduced. The Senators from North Carolina 
well know that of landa of this description, none 
of them Dting a higher rate than twenty five cents 
the acre, and probably less, even along the line of 
railroad through that State, 
Mr. DAWSON. The 


| thie d 





| 
| 
| ine lands of North 
| Carolina, through which the railroad runs, and 
which were of no value at one time, are now worth 
two dollars an acre. The Senator from North 
Carolina (Mr. Maneum]) authorizes me to say 
this. 

The question was then taken on the motion to 
recommit the bill, and it was agreed to. 


THE COMPROMISE BILL. 


The Senate then proceeded to the consideration 
of the order of the day, being the bill for the ad- 
mission of California as a State into the Union, 
to establish Territorial Governments for Utah and 
New Mexico, and making proposals to Texas for 
the establishment of her western and northern 
boundaries. 

Mr. BELL resumed the speech which he com- 
menced on Wednesday, and having spoken ¥p- 


State be vastly benefited, but the residue of the | more than a fair compensation for the labor be- | wards of three hours, he*yielded, without firish- 


lande will sell at a higher price, and thus the reve- || stowed in making them productive. 


nue be increased. | hope, then, that the Senator | 
will ask for no reduction in the price of these lands 
until this be done. A survey been made of | 


Intrinsteally 
as lands, they are worth nothing atall. Now, the 
Senator from Indiana, who lives in the western 
country, where there is an alluvial soil, and not 


7 


|| ing, for a motion to adjourn. : 
The further consideration of the subject was 
until to-morrow, 
The Senate adjourned. 
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j0USE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sarurpar, July 6, 1850. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. | 
tHE CHARGE AGAINST MR. GIDDINGS. | 
Mr. MATTESON rose, and said, he would | 
move that the vote by which the House had yes- | 
day refused to order a committee upon the |) 
nee against the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. || 
Gwoies] be reconsidered. : } 
The SPEAKER stated, that the motion to re- || 
consider had yesterday been made by the gentle- | 
an fom Maine, (Mr. Lirrcerieco,) and that || 
salen had been laid on the table, finally disposing | 
of the question. a al | 
Mr. MATTESON. My object is simply to) 
make a statement of the circumstances—a very’ || 
brief statement, indeed. | 
The SPEAKER. The motion cannot be enter- | 
rained. The Chair will propound the question to || 
the House, Shall the gentleman from New York || 
be allowed to proceed by unanimous consent? se] 
Tne question was put, and no objection being | 





oe MATTESON proceeded: I am desired || 
(said he) by Colonel Warren to state, that in ref- | 
erence wo the publication yesterday brought to the 
notice of the House by the gentleman from Ohio, 
(Mr. Gwpixes,] he knows nothing ‘whatever as | 
io tg author. 3 

In reference to the examination of the papers, 
which the gentleman from Ohio says he never 
saw, Lam also desired to state that Mr. GippinGs | 
did call at the Post Office Department, and did ask | 
to examine those papers, and did examine them || 
fora longtime. There are clerks in the depart. || 
ment who saw him examining them. | 

Mr. HARRIS, of lilinois, (interposing.) 1 wish || 
tomake one suggestion. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from || 
New York yield the floor? 


the gentleman from Ohio had not yet come in, | 
that w would be proper for the gentleman from | 
New York to defer his statement for a short time. || 

Mr. MATTESON. I will go on; I shail not 
occupy two minutes. 

Colonel Warren desires me to state that he does | 
not charge the honorable gentleman with anything | 
lke falsehood; but, he presumes, that in examin- | 
ing other papers there, he may have forgotten the 
fact of having seen these papers. He does not 
desire to charge the gentleman from Onio with 
anything like an intentional misstatement of the | 
fact; but he did examine those papers. 

Colonel Warren also says that these papers 
were subsequently found at the Oberlin post office, 
as he is informed by the postmaster there, under 
the frank of the honorable gentleman from Ohio | 


(Mr. Geopines}] and of Colonel Crowe. He || 


does not mean to say how they came there: he | 
makes no charges. 

ln reference to the last proposition, he does not | 
shrink from an investigation of it. He would 


have been pleased, so far as he is concerned, to i 


have a committee of invesugation. 

One other point | ought to state: Colonel War- | 
ren says he received a letter from the gentleman 
from Ohio, [Mr. Gappines;} but not unui yester- 
day; that it was written the day before the 4th of 
July; that the office was closed that day, and he | 
did not receive the letter unul yesterday, and must 
have been reading it about the ume the genveman | 
irom Ohio was making the charges against him; | 
tha: he has answered it this morning, and | pre- | 
sum: the gentleman from Ohio by tnis time has | 
received Colonel Warren’s answer. If he has, | | 
would like very much to have him read it. 

Mr. M. having concluded— 


word in reference to what had been said by the 
gentleman from New York. 


dl 
Mr. GIDDINGS rose and asked leave to say a || action upon a different state of facts? 
{ 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can only | 


proceed by unanimous consent. 
made? 


No objection was made. 
Mr. GLDDINGS, L have but a word to say. 
f Colonel Warren has a friend in this House, | 


Is any objection 


ask him to move a committee of investigation. I 


wll show to this House and the country where f 
Stand upon the subject, if they will give a com- 
mittee. 1 demand of’ the House, in justice to them- 
selves, to this high officer of the Government, to 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. = 


|| cept by unanimous congent. Does the gentleman 


] does affect the dignity and honor of this House in | 
Mr. MATTESON. 1 do got. I] 
Mr. HARRIS said, he wished to suggest, as || 
|] question, therefore—a question of an entirely dif- 


| tion upon which [ voted yesterday. 
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myself, and to the country, that this thing be |! Mr. INGE. Is there an appeal from the decis- 


proved. F , | jon? 
I say that [ never saw a paper in this case, nor The SPEAKER. There is a» appeal. 

am I, to this day, acquainted with a name in-|| Mr. CARTTER addressed the Speaker, 

volved in that transaction, ether in the appoint’ || The SPEAKER. The Chair indulged debate 

ment or in the removal, except as I stated yester- | on yesterday, but he is of opinion that debate is 

day. I never sawa paper; | never exchanged a || not in order. 

word with Colonel Warren upon that subject, ex- || The gentleman from Iiljnois (Mr. Rictarvson] 

cept as | stated on yesterday. : t }| moves the appointment of a committee in reference 

_ Lnow call on this House to give an investiga- || to the charges made against the gentleman from 

tion to this subject. aD. | hio, in consideration of the statement made by 
Mr. WENT WORTH, (in his seat.) Has the | the gentleman from New York. The Chair .« of 

gentleman from Onio received Colonel Warren’s || opinion, that this question is disposed of by the 

letter? _ || action of the House yesterday, and that no motion 
Mr.GIDDINGS. I have not yet received it. || in reference to it is, therefore, in order. From 

I have got my mail this morning, but the letter || this decision the gentleman from Illinois appeals, 

was not init. * and the question is, Shall the decision of the Chair 
Mr. BAKER addressed the Speaker, and si- |' stand as the judgment of the House? 

multaneous! y— ! ee | Mr. CONGER moved to lay the appeal on the 
Mr. OLDS, whe, being recognized, inquired || table. 

what vote was required to take up trom the table || The question was taken, and 


the subject which was yesterday laid on the table? || The SPEAKER announced the count, ayes 60 
Mr. GIDDINGS. Would not another motion || noes 55. , 


be in order? || ‘The yeas and nays were ask 
8 ; j ; ed and ordered. 
Mr. OLDS. Would it be in order now to move And the question, ‘Shall the appeal be laid 


the appointment of a committee of investigation ? | upon the table,’’ was then taken, aud resulted— 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not, ex- || yeas 54, nays 83; as follow: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Bennett, Bokee, Rowdon, 

|; Bowlin, Boyd, Brooks, Albert G. Brown, Buel, Cheater 
Butler, E. C. Cabell, George A. Caldwell, Joseph Po Cald- 
well, Calvin, Chanaler, Clarke, Colcock, Conger, Dehe rry, 
oy Dunean, Nathan Evana, Featherston, Gerry, Hamil- 

| ton, Isham G. Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Thomas lL. Har- 
Mr. CALDWELL, of North Carolina, objected. || ris, Hibbard, Inge, Joseph W. Jackson, Robert W. Johnson 
Mr. BAKER. | rise to a question of privilege. | Meber Kerr, Daniel P. King, George G. King, La Sére, 

I rise to move that a committee be raised in ac- | 9) ye yg McQueen, Miller, Morton, Outlaw, Owen, Paw- 
, , : . || ell, Risley, Rose, Ross, Rumsey, Seddon, Spaulding, James 

cordance with the See aaine of the gentleman Thompson, Toombs, Wallace, and Woodward—4. 

from Ohio, upon the ground that the allegation NAYS—Messrs. Albertson, Alexander, Allen, Baker 
made upon the floor by the honorable gentleman || “ee eae nena B. Buiter, 
; -. x evelane ingman - R. W. Cobb, Coewis 

from New York upon the authority of Colonel Daniel, Dickey, Dimmick, Disney, Dixon, Dunham, Darkane 
Warren, the Second Assistant PostmasterGeneral, || Fiich, Fowler, Freediey, Gorman, Gout, Gould, Grinnell, 
ae ae nee Henry, Howe, Hubbard, 

- . unter, Jaines L. Johnson, Julian, Joun A. King, Preston 
weg ners at se — eee i} King, Liwefield, Horace Mann, Job Maan, Mc Donald, Mc- 
made yester ay by the gent eman [from Ho In his Lanahan, Morris, Nelson, Ogle, Olds, Orr, Peasiee, Pitman, 
| place on this floor was untrue, It presents a new || Potter, Putnam, Reed, Reynolds, Richardson, Robinson, 

Rockwell, Root, Suckett, Savage, Sawtelle, Schermerhurn, 


, aie < Silvester, Sprague, Frederick P. Stanton, Richard H. Stan- 
| ferent character—and it entirely changes the ques wn, Alexander H. Stephens, Thaddeus’ Stevens, Sion, 


I therefore Sweetser, Jacob Thompson, Thurman, Under’ ill, Veuabie 
move that a committee of investigation be ap- || Walden, Watdo, Weliborn, Wentworth, Wiudrick, Wil: 
pointed. liams, Wilmot, Winthrop, Wood; and Young—83, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that So the appeal was not laid on the table. 
the whole subject was disposed of by the action of The question then recurred, “* Shall the decision 
the House; and that theré is nothing in the state- | of the Chair stand as the judgment of the House?”’ 
| ment made by the gentleman from New York to || and being taken, was decided in the negative, with- 

alter the question presented on yesterday. Such || out a division. 
is the opinion of the Chair, and he must so rule. So the decision of the Chair was overruled. 

Mr. BAKER. lam not quite aware whether Mr. PRESTON KING then rose to move a 
| the Chair means to decide now that, because on || resolution, providing for the appointment of a com- 
yesterday a committee of investigation was refused || mittee. 
on the ground that it was pot a question of priv- || The SPEAKER. That motion was’ made by 
ilege, it 1s not a question of privilege to day—new || the gentleman from Illinois, (Mr. Baxer,} and is 
facts having occurred in the subject-matier. -If || now the pending question. 
that be the decision of the Chair, and there be Mr. LITTLEFIELD asked that the motion be 
any intimation on the part of the House that there | redaced to writing. 
| is a disposition to give that committee, | most re- || After an inquiry by Mr. DUNHAM, on a point 
| spectfully appeal from the decision, if I correctly || of order— 
understand it, || Mr. BAKER Was understood to suggest, that 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that | if there was any custom of the House by which 
he considers the action of the House on yesterday || he would be placed at the head of the committee, 
conclusive on the subject, and that nothing has || he would ask, on account of ill health, to be ex- 
| been presented to change or to make it a new || cused. 
question this morning; he therefore decides that || - Mr. B. then sent to the Clerk’s table the follow- 
the motion is out of order. || ing resolution: 

Mr. BAKER. If the gentleman from Ohio || Resolved, Thata select committee of five be appointed by 
| (Mr. Gippines} desires it, 1 take an appeal. || the Speaker, to investigate the charges against the Hon. 

Mr. RICHAKDSON said he wanted to under- || 498204 KR. Gwopines, of abstracting ewrtain papers frow the 
| . . . ; || files of the Post Otfice Department; and that they be em 
| stand the decision of the Chair, with a view to || powered to send for persons aud papers. 
determiné his own action upon the appeal. Did |) yy. resolution having been read— 
he understand the Chair to decide that this subject | ‘OTT . 

. || Mr. GOTT demanded the previous question, 
| could not now be acted upon, because te House | The ti k Olesen aan 
| had yesterday decided that they would take no QUCSHAD ED | Late, Gad: by.apae.20, nove 
po y y y || not counted, there was a second. 


on os ‘|| And the main question was ordered to be now 

wh thsi hae aa hep cankat vb a that 1 mele, LWhie main question was on the adop- 
Mr. RICHARDSON said that the vote yester- || ~~ _ 1e mean } tak d decided ia ti 

day decided by the House was, whether the ques- | fii “ ti P aka ie 23 ps gaiataeeaietae tata 

tion presented by the en from Ohio was | " Saye pec pi wenatenod 

a question of privilege; the question presented || ~ sin 

th morning was a new pebeion if he under- || Bis..Sth) 3. Mapged 9. gaaonsideraiion of the vate, 


stood the Chair to rule out*of order the question \ 8 re be laid apon the tabla, 
now proposed, he felt constrained to appeal from || ve ; 
BUSINESS ON THE SPEAKER S TABLE. 


the decision. 
Mr. McCLERNAND rose to inquire of thi 


from Ohio ask the unanimous consent ? 

Mr OLDS. Ido. 

The SPEAKER propounded the question 
whether objection was made. 








The SPEAKER. The Chair so decides. 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 1 appeal from the de- | Speaker, whether it wotld now be in order ts 
cision then, 
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| move that the House proceed to the consideration 
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of business on the Speaker's table, (with a view 
to the reference of Senate bills thereon.) 

The SPEAKER said that, by unanimous con- 
sent, such a motion could be made. 

Mr. McCLERNAND said, that much import- 
ant business had accumulated there. He hoped 
that unanimous consent would be given. 

Objection was made. 

So the motion was not teceived. 

Mr. WENTWORTH called for the orders of 
the day. 

THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 


The SPEAKER announced the special order of 
the day, being the consideration of the report of 
the select committee in the Galphin case. 

Mr. STANLY was entitled to the floor, and 
took it. 

THE PRIVATE CALENDAR. 
Mr. DANIEL asked his colleague [Mr. Sran- 


Lx] to yield the floor to him, (Mr. D.,) for the || 


purpose of enabling him to submit a motion to 
postpone the further consideration of the special 
order until Monday next, for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding to the consideration of the private calen- 


dar, 

Mr. STANLY yielded—willing, he said, that 
the sense of the House should be taken. 

Mr. DANIEL submitted his motion. 

The question was taken, and decided in the neg- 
ative without a division, 

So the House refused to proceed to the consid- 

_ eration of the private calendar. 
THE GALPHIN CLAIM. 

Thereupon the House resumed the considera- 
tion of the report of the select committee in the 
Galphin case. 

Mr. STANLY (of whose remarks a report will 
—— in the Appendix) then addressed the House. 

He spoke not so much, as he stated at the com- 
mencement, for the purpose of discussing the 
merits of the question, but with a view to carry 
the war into Africa. He was of the opinion, that 


the utmost extent to which the Secretary of 
War could be justly chargeable, was a want of 
delicacy in pressing the settlement of the Gaiphin 
claim while he occupied a seat in the Cabinet. 
‘There was no suspicion of any fraud in design or 


ia act. He then wem back in the history of the 
last twenty-five years, to the period when the Dem- 
ocrats came into power with General Jackson, and 
detailed the numerous defalcations which took 
place in that party, aggregating above a million of 
dollars, on the subject of which, the gentlemen 
who now so loudly censure Mr. Crawford, were 
entirely silent. He also stated some facts, to show 
that the Attorney General, who had been also as- 
sailed, had rendered service to the country, and 
declined any compensation for the same; and that 
the politcal purity of the Whigs was less open to 
imputation than that of the opposite party. 

Mc. 8. having concluded— 

Mr. CLARKE obwtined the floor, and ad- 
dressed the House at considerable length, (in re- 
marks which will be published in the Kecnadis) 
He revieWed the history of the clam. He ex- 
pressed his belief that the present Government 
had done right in its payment—exactly what 
it should have done—nothing more nor less. He 
declined to enter into an examination of the ques- 
tion, whether the act of 1848 was ad visedly pagsed 
or not. His own impression was that, all things 
considered, the law was so passed. At all events, 
he had no desire to impugn the conduct of the late 
Congress. They had acted according to the lights 
which were before them. The bill probably re- 
ceived as much consideration as claims usually 
did. But he thought its passage-and the resulis 
which had grown out of it, illustrated the necessity 
of having some other tribunal than Congress to ad- 
judicate these claims. 

Mr. C. having concladed— 

Mr. RICHARDSON obtained the floor, and 
moved the previous question; but he yielded for 
the moment to 

Mr. SEDDON, who gave notice of his intention 
ata proper time to offer the following as a substi- 
tate for the regolution of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia, (Mr. Toomss:} 

Resolved, That the House, without intending to approve, 


by implieation or otherwise, the progeies of any officer of 
the Government being interested during ike tenure of office, 


in ihe prosecution of a before any of its departments, 
Xo show Ghat tse Reanstary of War "bed availed Wimsatt 


of his official position, or the relations it established be~ 
tween himself and the other members of the Cahinet, to in- 
fluence the favorable determination of the claim” of George 
Gaiphin, deceased, and are satisfied that “there was nothing 
unusual in the circumstances attending the adjustment and 
payment of the principal or interest of this claim, nor any 
departure from the ordinary course of business in the ‘Tieas- 
ury Department. 


The substitute having been read— : 
Mr. SEDDON, in explanation, was understood 
to say that the resolution which he proposed em- 
bodied the language used by the majority of the 
committee and the conclusions of the majority, 
|and at the same time it disclaimed lending the 
| sanction of the House to any member of the Cabi- 
| net being interested in the prosecution of a claim 

before one of the departments while occupying the 
| position of head of another department. 

Mr. JONES gave notice of the following amend- 
ment, which he desired to offer in some place 
where it might aj»propriately belong: 

Resolved, ‘That the amount paid as interest on said claim 
should be refunded to the Treasury by the persons to whom 
it may be paid. 

The amendment having been read— 

Mr. JONES said, that this resolution, added to 
| those offered by the majority of the committee, 
| would exactly meet his views and express his 

sentiments in relation to this whole transaction. 

Mr..FEATHERSTON gave notice that he 
| should offer the following resolutions as a substi- 
| tute for the resolutions reported by the majority of 

the committee: 

1. Resolved, That the claim of George Galphin was one 
| that the United states was under no obligations to pay prior 
|} to the passage of the act of 1848, which authorized and re- 
| quired the payment of the principa! only. 

2. Resolved, ‘hat the interest thereon was paid without 
| authority of law or usage. 

| 3. Resolved, ‘That Congress should passa law prohibiting 
the payment of interest in any case by any officer of the 
|| Government, unless expressly directed by law. 

| 4. Resolved, ‘That Congress should pass a law prohibiting 

| any member of the Cabinet from deciding on any claim or 
| 


| 


demand against the Government in which any other mem- 
ber of the sare Cabinet shall be interested, while they may 
be thus associated together in the administration of the Gov- 
ernment. 

5. Resolved, That we recommend the passage of a law 
making final the decisions made by the heads of the differ- 
ent departments, and regulating the right of appeal, &c. 

Mr. RICHARDSON now insisted on his de- 
mand for the previous question. 

Mr. WELLBORN asked him to withdraw. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he would do so for 
the purpose of amendment, or inquiry, or expla- 
nation, but for no other purpose. 

Mr. WELLBORN desired to speak five min- 
utes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON declined to withdraw the 
demand for the previous question. The subject 
| had (he said) been discussed about a week. He 
| thought that gentlemen had been enabled, by this 
time, to come to a conclusion, and that they were 
ready to express, by their votes, what that con- 
clusion was. He felt disposed to send gentlemen 
to the country upon the votes they might give. 

Mr. STEVENS, of Pennsylvania, preferred a 
similar request, pledging himself, if it should be 
complied with, to renew the demand for the pre- 
vious question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON said he had declined to 
withdraw the motion for the accommodation of 
the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. WeLiporn.} 

| He (Mr. R.) could not withdraw it for any other 
gentleman. 

So the demand for the previous question was 
insisted upon. 

Tellers were ordered, and Messrs. Watpo, of 
Connecticut, and Freeptey, of Pennsylvania, 
were appointed. 

And the vote, having been taken, stood—ayes 
89, noes 46. 

So there was a second. 

And the main question was ordered to be now 
taken. 

Mr. BURT (chairman of the select committee) 
then claimed the floor, (under the rale,) and was 
proceeding to address the House, but he yielded 
to a motion by 

Mr. HUBBARD, that the House adjourn. 

The House refused to adjourn. 

Mr. BURT then addressed the House during 
the allotted hour, in vindication of the grounds 
assumed in the report which he had made, and in 
reply to the arguments of Messrs. Toomss, Ste- 
PHENS, and other gentlemen. At the close of his 
remarks, he expressed the opinion that whatever 

i) Censure or responsibility attached to this transac- 





_sulys 


tion, rested on the Secretary of the Treasy 
whom, by the act of 1848, an official function has 
been delegated, and who had no authority to tra 
fer that function to the Attorney General or - 
other officer. If the Secretary of the Treasury, 
had performed his duty, the 7 would 
have been engaged in the discussion of this hn 
tion. ' He 
[A report of this speech will be published ; 
aie ne , inthe 
Me STEPHENS oat 
r. of Georgia, moved 
House aden. Rejected. “" hat the 
The SPEAKER stated the question pendin 
The select committee, through their chairmee 
[Mr. Burt,] had reported the following resolutions 
1st. Resolved, That the claim of the representatives ; 
George Galphin was not a just demand aguinst the Uni 4 
States. = 
2d. Resolved, That the act of Congress made it the dut 
of the Secretary of the ‘Treasury to pay the Principal of sa 
claim, and it was therefore paid, “ in conformity with taw? 
and “ precedent.” 
3d. Resolved, ‘That the act aforesaid did not anthorize ih. 
Secretary of the Treasury to pay interest on said Claim, and 


its payment was not “in confoimity with law” or « prece. 
dent.”’ 


Mr. TOOMBS had moved to amend these rego. 
lutions by adding thereto the following: 


Resolved, That there is no evidence submitted by the com. 
mittee to whom was referred the letter of George W. Cray 
ford, asking “‘ an investigation’’ into his conduetin reference 
to the claim of the representatives of George Gaiphin, whicy 
impugns his personal or Official conduct in relation to the 
settlement of the.claim by the proper officers of the Govern. 
ment. 


Mr. SCHENCK had moved to amend this 
amendment of Mr. Toomss by adding the folloy. 
ing proviso: 

Provided, however, That this House is not understood 
approving his relation to that claim, in continuing to be ip. 
terested in the prosecution of it when it was to be exay. 
ined, adjusted, and paid by one of the depariments of the 
Government, he himself being at the same time at the head 
of another of those departments; bat the House consider 
that such connection and interest of a member of the Capi. 
net with a claim pending and prosecuted before another de. 
partinent, would be dangerous as a precedent, and ouglit uot 
to be sanctioned. 


The SPEAKER stated that the question was 


first on agreeing to the amendment of Mr. Scuexcx 
to the amendment. 


[To present at a glance all the questions pending, 
it is proper to add, that 

Mr. SCHENCK had moved the following ass 
substitute for the resolutions of the committee, viz: 

Resolved, That there is no evidence submitted by the com- 
mittee to whom was referred the letter of George W. Craw- 
ford, asking “an investigation” into bis conduct in reier 
ence to the claim of the representatives of George Galphin, 
which impugns his personal or official conduct in relation 
the settlement of the claim by the proper officers of the Gov. 
ernment. 

Provided, however, That this House is not to be understood 
as approving his relation to that claim, in continuing w be 
interested in the prosecution of it when it was to be ex. 
amined, adjusted, and paid by one of the departments of the 
Government, he himself being at the same time at the head 
of another of those departments, but the House considers that 
such connection and interest of a member of thy Cabinet 
with a claim pending and prosecuted before anothe: depart 
ment, would be dangerous as a precedent, and ought not to 
be sanctioned. 


And Mr. THOMPSON, of Mississippi, had 
moved the following amendment to the substitute: 

“And consequently that the House also totally dissents 
from the correctness Of the opinion expressed by Ue Presi- 
dent of the United States to the Secretary of War, ‘ that 
‘his (the said Crawford) being at the head of the War De- 
‘partment, and the ageut of the Claimants, did notiake 
‘from him any rights he may have had as such agent, of 
‘would have jusufied bim in having the examination and 


‘decision of the claims by the Secretary of the Treasury 
‘ suspended.’ 

‘© Resolved, , That this House decidedly disap 
proves of, dissents from, the opinion given by the At- 
torney General in favor of an allowance of interest on said 
claim, and from the action of the Secretary of the Treasury 
in payment of the same claim in this’??—— 


The votes first upon the amendment to the sub- 
stitute and then upon the substitute, would be 
order after the amendment to the original resolu- 
tions should have been acted upon and pending 
the question on the adoption of the said original 
resolutions, amended or not amended, as the 
House should decide. ] 

* The first question was on the amendment of 
Mr. Scuenck, to the amendment of Mr. Tooms- 
Mr. SCHENCK asked the yeas and nays. 

Mr. FEATHERSTON asked that all the 
amendments, substitutes, and orginal resolutions 
be read before any vote was taken. 

. The SPEAKER said the amendment of the 
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